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By Mr. SIEGEL : Six memorials agalnst passage of the Bur-
nett immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. SULLOWAY : Petitions of Gilmanton Iron Works, of
Belknap; 27 Christian churches, 24 Bible schools, 14 ‘Young
People’s Societies, 17 organized Bible classes, 12 granges of
the Patrons of Husbandry, making 94 organizations, all in the
first congressional district in the State of New Hampshire, for
passage of House joint resolutions 84 and 85, proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting
the beverage traffic in intoxicating liguors; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of 959 citizens in the first congressional distriet
in the State of New Hampshire, for passage of House joint
resolutions -84 and 85, pro an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States prohibiting the beverage traffic/in
intoxicating liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of 870 voters in the first congressional district
in the State of New Hampshire, for passage of House joint

resolutions 84 and 85, proposing an amendment to the Consti-
tution of the United States prohibiting the beverage traffic in
intoxicating liquors ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TINKHAM: Petition of sundry American citizens,
indorsing House joint resolutions 14 and 81, and similar bills;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

.Also, memorial of Roxbury Presbyterian Church and citizens
of Roxbury district, Boston, Mass., favoring national prohibi-
_ tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. VARE: Memorial of Philadelphia (Pa.) Chamber of
Commerece, favoring passage of the Stevens-Ayres bill; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Frankford Arsenal Association, of Philadel-
phia, Pa., relative to system of salary regulation for Govern-
ment employees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil
Service,

Also, memorial of Retail Grocers' Association of Philadelphia,
Pa., favoring tariff on dyestuffs; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, memorial of Vessel Owners and Captains' Association,
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring retention of 13-hour rule for
crews on inland and harbor tugs; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, memorial of Fraternal Patriotic Americans of Philadel-
phia, Pa., favoring passage of the Burnett immigration bill; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, memorial of Pennsylvania Branch of the Loyal Legion
of the United States, relative to preparedness; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WASON : Petitions of 29 residents of Greenville and
17 citizens of Newport, all within the State of New Hampshire,
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, resolutions of Sunday school, representing 80 people, of
Errol; ‘Woman's Christian Temperance Union of East Cole-
brook ; Woman's Christian ‘Temperance' Union, representing 10
people, of ‘Errol; South Congregational Church representing
250 people, of kewport Christian Endeavor Societs' of First
Baptist Church, representing 30 people, of Newport; Methodist
Episcopal Church representing 100 people, of Peterborough;
Women’s Temperance Union, representing 150 people, of Frank-
lin, all in the State of New Hampshire, favoring national prohi-
bition; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

‘SENATE.
Moxpay, March 27, 1916,

Rev. G. Livingston Bayard, chaplain, United States Navy,
offered the following prayer:

0O God of Nations, Lord of Lords, and King of Kings, who has
taught us in Thy Holy Word that * Righteousness exalteth a
nation, but sin is a reproach to any people,” help us, we pray
Thee, so to apply our hearts unto wisdom that we may know
Thy purposes and do Thy will to the end that truth and justice
may prevail and the glory of Thy name be proclaimed among us
and our children’s children forever and forever.

We acknowledge Thy goodness, O Lord, which has guided our
people in the paths of truth and righteousness, and has blessed
this Nation with peace and happiness.

Humble us, we pray Thee, under the burden of the new
duties and responsibilities with which we are charged. Grant,
O God, that this Nation, conceived in war, born in battle, and
baptjzed in blood, may, under Thy patronage, fight its w
through with its honor unsullied and its integrity unim

to that one far-off divine event:when !the war:drums beat no
longer ‘and the battle flags -are furled, when men shall beat
their swords into ' plowshares ‘and “their spears into pruning
hooks, and peace reign everywhere. These blessings we ask
in the faith of Him who died that we might live—Jesus Christ
our Lord and Savior. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved,

BENATOR FROM INDIANA,

‘Mr. KERN. 'Mr. President, Hon. THOMAS TAGGART, who has
been regularly appointed a Senator from the State of Indiana
by the governor of that State to fill the vacancy occasioned by
the death of the late Senator Shively, and whose credentials
have been heretofore presented to the Senate, is now pres=ent
and ready to take the oath of office.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 'appointed will be
presented at the Vice President’s desk and take the obligation.

Mr. TacoarT was escorted to the Vice President’s desk by Mr.
Kerx ; and the oath prescribed by law having 'been adminis-
tered to him, he took his seat in the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. OVERMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
Wilmington, N.  C., remonstrating against the enactment of leg-
islation to make Sunday a day of rest in the District of Colum-
bia, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Reidsville,
N. 0., praying for national prohibition, which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. SHEPPARD presented petitions of -sundry citizens of
Yoakum, Alpine, -Garland, and Gregory, all in the State of
Texas, praying for national prohibition, which were referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the District
of Columbia, praying for prohibition in the Distriet of Colum-
bia, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry ecitizens of Austin,
Tex., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to
limlt the freedom of the press, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. LODGE. 1 present resolutions of the House of IRepre-
sentatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring the
securing of moral support of the United States for the op-
pressed Jews in Europe. I ask that the resolutions may be
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

THE COMMONWEATH OF msaacmsms -19186.

Resolutions favoring action by Congress toward secu the moml sup-
port of the United States for the oppressed Jews Europe.
Whereas at the close of the war of the nations that is now devastatin
Europe there will be a readjustment ‘of the rights and privileges o

citizenship in the belligerent countries; and

Whereas in some of the warrln? countries the Jews have been refused
the privileges and responsibilities of full citizenship, denied equality
before the law, and have been the subjects of persecution and op-

ression ; an

Wﬁerm the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has ever stood foremost

for the assertion of human rights and has aver championed the cause

of the weak and the oppressed : Therefore be i

Resolved, By the House of Representatives of Mam::husetts that the
Senators and Representatives in Congress from Muassachusetts are
uesbed at the proper time to take concerted .action toward
e moral support of the United States for the oppressed
Jews m Europe in their efforts to obtain , ‘complete, and honorable
altlxatrl;::h.tp in the conntrlea to which they have given loyal and patriotic
evotlon

Resolved, That coples of these resolutions, attested by the secretary
of the Commonweal be sent by said official to each of the Senators
and Representatives in Congress. from Massachusetts.

In house of representntlm adopted March 17, 1916,

A true copy. Attest:

ArpErT P. LANGTRY,

Secretary of the Commonwealth.

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Wor-
cester, Middleboro, Haverhill, Methuen, Andover, and Hudson,
all:in the State of Massachusetts, praying for national prohi-
bition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a memorial of Local Branch No. 5, United
National -Association of Post Office Clerks, of Boston, Mass,,
remonstrating against the separation of the Cambridge (Mass.)
postal stations from the Boston (Mass,) post office, which was
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Board
of Trade, praying that an appropriation be made for the con-
struction of an .ntracoastal waterway from Boston, Mass., to
Pensacola, Fla., which was referred to the Committee on Com-

+|-merce,
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Mr. CURTIS. I present three resolutions from citizens of
Kansns, favoring woman suffrage, which I ask may be printed
in the REcorDp.

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Rezolved, That we, the members of the second district Republican con-
vention of Kansas, urge Congress to submit at once to the State legis-
latures, for ratification, an amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion enfranchising women, in order that the golltk-al rights now en-
il)gyed by the women of our own State may in the shortest time possible

extended to the women of the Nation.

Resalved, That we, the members of the Republican convention of the
fourth district of Kansas, held at Emporia, March 15, favor Nation-wide
sulfrage for women and the immediate submission by Congress of au
amendment putting it in force.

Resolved, That we, the members of the Republican convention of the
eighth district of Kansas, held at Wellington, March 14, favor Nation-
wide suffrage for women and the immediate submission by Congress of
an amendment putting it in force.

Mr. STERLING presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
South Dakota, remonstrating against the enactment of legisia-
tion to limit the freedom of the press, which was referred to
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota presented a petition of the
Art Club of Mitchell, 8. Dak., and a petition of the Study Club
of Salem, 8. Dak., praying for an investigation into conditions
surrounding the marketing of dairy products, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Pollock and
Huron, in the State of South Dakota, remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation to limit the freedom of the press, which
were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. KENYON presented a memorial of Columbia Grange, No.
2117, Patrons of Husbandry, of Donnellson, Iowa, remonstrat-
ing against the enactment of legislation to change the parcel-
post law, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Thompson,
Towa, praying for the creation of a system of rural credits,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Waukon,
Town, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to
make Sunday a day of rest in the Distriet of Columbia, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BURLEIGH presented a petition of the Maine State
Board of Trade, praying that an appropriation be made tending
toward ‘the destruction of the dogfish, which was referred to
the Committee on Fisheries,

He also presented a memorial of the Maine State Board of
Trade, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to
provide for Government-owned ships, which was referred to
the Committee on Commerce,

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Maing, pray-
ing for national prohibition, which were referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Mr. PHELAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
St. Helena, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation to make Sunday a day of rest in the District of Columbia,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Danville and
Oakland, in the State of California, praying for national prohi-
bition, which weré referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Ebell Society, of Oakland,
Cal., praying that an appropriation of $300,000 be made for
the improvement of the Yosemite National Park and the crea-
tion of a national-park service, which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented petitions of sundry citizens
of Maine, praying for national prohibition, which were referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Maine,
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to limit the
freedom of the press, which were referred to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Housewives
League, of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the proposed
repeal of the free-sugar clause, which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

He also presented a memorial of the Cairo Farm Club, of
Fairfax, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of legis-
lation to prohibit interstate commerce in conviet-made goods,
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dalbo,
Minn., praying for the placing of an embargo on munitions of
war, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minnesota,
praying for national prohibition, which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

My, WADSWORTH presented petitions of sundry citizens of
New York, praying for national prohibition, which were referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kingston,
N. ¥., praying for publicity with regard to the diplomatic rela-
tions of the United States, etc., which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS.

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Military Af-
fairs, to which was referred the bill (8. 392) to create in the
War Department and the Navy Department, respectively, a roll
designated as the “ Civil War Volunteer oflicers’ retired list,” to
authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving
officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the
United States in the Civil War, and for other purposes, re-
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 307)
thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
Jjoint resolution (H. J. Res. 68) to cede to the State of Mary-
land temporary jurisdiction over certain lands in the Fort
McHenry Military Reservation, reported it without amendment,

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. KENYON:

A bill (8. 5284) granting an increase of pension to Josiah
gadler (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-

ons, ’

By Mr. BURLEIGH :

A bill (8. 5285) granting a pension to Arthur M. Clark;

A bill (S. 5286) granting a pension to Stella Miller ; and

A bill (8. 5287) granting an increase of pension to Gardner L.
Hatch; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: .

A bill (8. 5288) for the relief of Sarah E. Church (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 5289) for the relief of the States of Massachusetts
2111(]I Maine (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Claims, -~

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN:

A bill (8. 5290) granting a pension to Harry F. Roddy (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

A bill (8. 5291) to authorize the Postmaster General to settle
the accounts of Capt. J. H. Estes; to the Committee on Claims.

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS AT PARTS, TEX.

Mr. SHEPPARD infroduced a bill (8. 5283) to authorize the
Secretary of War to supply tents for temporary use of the suf-
ferers from the recent conflagration in Paris, Tex,, and for other
purposes, which was read the first time by its title.

Mr, SHEPPARD. I ask that the bill be read at length, as it is
a matter of urgency.

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows:

Be -it_enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War Is hereby authorized )

to supply for temporary use, under such rules and regulations as he
m:dy prescribe, a sufficient number of tents to afford shelter for the
sufferers from the recent conflagration in Paris, Tex., who are in need
of the same,

That the sum of $60,000 is hereby nptpropriatul. out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the
direction of the Secretary of War in the purchase and distribution of
shelter, food, cots, and blankets to such destitute persons as may re-
quire assistance in sald conflagration district.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I ask to have read the two letters attached
to the bill. They are very short, and I wish to have them read
for the information of the Senate.

There being no objection, the Secretary read as follows:

MarcH 25, 1016.
Hon. Monris SHEPPARD,
Washington, D. C.

Ay Dear SExNaTOR : With reference to your inquiry relative to fire at
Paris, Tex., I beg to inform you that Capt. Pickering has investigated
conditions and recommended an emergency allotment of $60,000 to pro-
vide shelter, food, cots, and blanksts for the destitute at Paris. There
are no funds of any appropriation under control of the War Department
that are avallable for the purpose of rendering relief as requested.
This is submitted to you for such action as you deem necessary. The
‘War Department will be glad to assist in every way within its power in
caring for the stricken In Paris.

Yours, very truly, NEwToX D. BAKER,
Becretary of War.

[Officlal copy furnished to I]gn. Monrris BSHErrArp, United States
enate,
Panis, TeX., March 2§, 1916,
THE ADJUTANT GENERAL,

War Department, Washington, D. C.:
Paris, Tex.,, has population about 16,000, with 10,000 white and
6,000 colored., Value of property destroyed about 51-1.050,000, or about
80 per cent of total value of bulldings and personal property of city.
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White i)ersens homeless about 4,000, colored 4,000, Nearly all these
people lost all honsehold goeds. Of this number about 4, are in-
digent citizens of Parls. ave furnished emergency shelter for about
6,000 and emerg«ncg food supplies for all. Total contributions by eltl-
zens $25,000. Contributed by ac[shborlngmciutleu about $12,000.
Governor has asked your authority to e tentage. I do mot know
how much he has. Rations and shelter required as follows: Rations,
800 persons, 60 days, and 1,500 persons, 80 days; total, 93,000 rations,
at 30 cents value, $27,900; food can be bonght within 100 miles. Shel

ter required for 5,000 persons, if lar ramidal tents are used, value
$£42,000; cots for 6,000 at $2 is $12.000; blankets for 2,000 at §2 is
$4,000; fre 500 ; total, $87,000;

ht, §600; expense Df$ é]lstribatio

$
; to be suPplied. 0,000, Oéelnls and other leadin
citizens are devoting attention to relleving public distress to the neglec%
of their own urgent affairs.

In view of their severe private losses, the contributions are very
liberal, and to deuble them would be more than should be expected of
a stricken community of this . The mnecessity is nt, and I
strongly recommend Federal aid. As the shelter should last longer than
the life of tents and be semipermanent, It is recommended that tent:nge

2
I

on hand $37,000

be not , but that a slightly inereased money equivalent
given for construction of shacks from paper and cheap lumber.
recommend emergency allotment of $60,000 under appropriations cover-
ing above-mentioned }Jurposea. I am guartermaster, the funds can
be involced to me. am working with local committees, and will so
continue until further orders.
PICEERING.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I move that the bill and accompanying

papers be referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

The motion was agreed to.
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment providing that investi-
gations in forestry and forest utilization may be authorized by
the Secretary of Agriculture in Mexico, Central and South
America, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the Agricul-
tural appropriation bill (H. R. 12717), which was referred to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be
printed.

Mr, CATRON submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $0,880 for 16 pages for the Senate from July 1, 1916, to
March 4, 1917, both inclusive, ete., intended to be proposed by
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill
(H. R. 12207), which was referred to the Committee on Ap-
propriations and ordered to be printed.

Mr. SMITH of Arizona submitfed an amendment proposing to
appropriate $1,000 to pay Tom K. Richie, of Tucson, Ariz., being
a sum inadvertently covered into the Treasury on a forfeited cash
recognizance in a case entitled * United States v. Frank Lee "
pending in the United States district court, intended to be pro-
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and erdered
to be printed.

IMPROVEMENT OF CRUM RIVER, PA.

Mr. OLIVER submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 5244) authorizing the Secretary of
Commerce to exchange lands belonging to the United States at
the mouth of Crum River, Pa., for other lands adjacent thereto,
for the purpose of removing thereto the Schooner Ledge Range
Front Light, so that it may be on the range of the channel of
the Delaware River, and further authorizing the Secretary of
Commerce to remove said range light from its present location
to the property acquired by the exchange, which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed.

RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS,

Mr. JONES. On behalf of the chairman of the Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands [Mr. Saora of Ari-
zona], I submit a resolution and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The resolution (8. Res, 154) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation and BReclamation of Arid
gnﬁ, o:u ainy subcommc.zttee the;:olt., Pde. and is ):ua'relzlgli a%tu]in?;w dutix;

g the ourth ess old hearings on the e
in aid of re?‘.mmlns aﬂﬁands, and for other purg:iaes; to employ a
stenographer, at a cost not to ex $1 per prin age, to report

such earlnis a8 may be had in connection with any subgect which may
" be pending before sald committee, the expenses thereof to be paid out
of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or any
subcott;tmlttee thereof, may sit during the sesslons or recess of the

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate.

NATIONAL DEFENSES IN CALIFORNIA.

AMr. WORKS submitted the following resolution (8. Res, 152),
which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agree to :

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to furnish

the Senate the following information :

First. What military force we now have in the State of California,

and to what branch or arm of the service they belond, giving the
of each and at what places in the Biate they are stationed,

coast defenses there in the State and how they

g ut the humdﬁn.?tm in each fort ther
num i}
mmﬂﬁmuammm . i e

VESSELS OF THE NAVY.

Mr. WORKS submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 158)
rhich was read, considered by unanimous consent, and agreed
03

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Navy is hereby directed
furnish the SBenate the following information :, 5 .

First., The number of warships and vessels of all kinds that we now
have, giving the kind and num of each. d

Becond. number and kind of such vessels stationed on the Pacifie
Ocean and belonging to the Pacific Fleet, and their kind ; and the num-
ber and kind stationed on the Atlantic side of the country and belong-
ing to the Atlantic Fleet, and their kind, separating and elassifying
t.her?lir in each case.

d. number now under contract or construction, ‘h
and their kind, and where,

URGENT DEFICIENCY AFPROPRIATIONS.
Mr. MARTIN of Virginia submitted the following report :

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
13043) making appropriations to supply further additional
urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1916 and
prior fiscal years, having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

?j.‘h;t the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4
angs

That the House recede from its disagreement to the mmend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 8, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 138, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with ‘an
amendment, as follows: Omit the matter inserted and stricken
out by said amendment ; and the Senate agree to the same.

THoMAS 8. MarTiw,

Joaxn F. SHAFROTH,

F. E. WAREER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

JouxN J. FIT#eERALD,
- J. G. Cannox,
Managers on the part of the House,

The report was agreed to.
NATIONAL DEFENSE.

Mr, UONDERWOOD. Mr, President, I wish to give notice that
immediately on the completion of the morning business on Thurs-
day next I desire to address the Senate on the subject of pre-
paredness. ; A

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed.

Mr. ASHURST. I ask unanimous consent that fhe Senate
proceed to the consideration of House bill 10885, the Iudian
appropriation bill, ‘

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10885) mak-
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations
with varicus Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1917.

LANDSCHAFT SYSTEM OF RURAL CREDITS.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I gave notice a few days
ago that to-day I would discuss the landschaft system of rural
eredits. I think that while we are engaged in the necessary
preparation for an adequate Army and Navy we should not
overlook the fact that the most permanent and important form
of preparedness lies in a prosperous and independent agricul-
ture, and that a proper system of rural credits is, after all, of
the first importance.

The Nation's greatest asset is the soil. The chief necessity
of its complex econemic life is credit. The basis of credit is a
promise to pay. Much of a nation’s progress is measured by
the rapidity with whieh written evidences of promises to pay
circulate as a substitute for metallic money and the soundness of
the security for such substitute. The supply of metallic money
is limited, and if it had to be exchanged with every transaction,
civilization would be far less advanced. Indeed, our present
state of material advancement would be unthinkable. The sup-
ply of credit is limited only by the extent te which promises to
pay are based on accepted security and are used to discharge
buman obligations.

It follows, therefore, that the sounder the security the wider
will be the use of the credit instrument it supports, the lower
will be the interest price of the capital it commands, and the
greater will be the impetus to civilization, to the progress, the
happiness, and the prosperity of the masses.
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Now, what sounder and more permanent security may be
imagined than cultivated soil, the source of human subsistence?
The existence of earth’s inereasing millions is related directly
to the land, from which they must be fed and clothed, and as
long as humanity flourishes the soil will have a value that can
not be taken away, a value that must grow with the miultiplica-
tion of the race. And yet in the United States the owners and
workers of the soll must pay a higher interest rate than all
others for credit with which to keep in motion the machinery of
production that the world may live, As to the great majority
of these owners and workers, their promises to pay at present
command the least finaneial regard, and have practically no
standing as cireulating instruments of eredit.

It so happens, however, that in a wonderful country beyond
the Atlantic, a country in many respects the most remarkable
in the world, the land, its greatest asset, has been made the
basis of one of the most stable and most beneficent credit instru-
ments on earth. I allude to Germany and the landschaft bond.
Strange to say, as long ago as 147 years Prussia began a system
which made the land the basis of permanent credit, a security
for the farmer’s promise to pay which he eould exchange for
money in the open market at the lowest rate, without the inter-
vention of the profit bank, and which brought him economic in-
dependence, lasting prosperity. It is net surprising that Ger-
many displays an internal vitality to-day that astounds the
world, a vitality resulting largely from the fact that 86.1 per
cent of German farms are worked by their owners. On the
tomb of Frederick the Great one word could be inscribed

would mean meore than Hennersdorf and Rossbach, than all his.

other achievements in court or camp, and that word is * Land-
schaft.” He organized the first landschaft in 1769. He ob-
tained the idea from a Berlin merchant, Buring, and Buring
ought to have a monument by the side of Frederick’s.

The landschaft was little less than a miracle of finance. It
touched the land and the land was gold. Landschaft means
land district. It is an incorporated body of borrowing farmers
in a given district, and its essence is the exchange of the mort-
gage of the individual member for the soclety's collective bond
and the sale of the bond without further guaranty. It collects
annual or semiannual interest and amortization payments, dis-
tributed over a long term of years, on practically the same prin-
ciple on which the interest and sinking-fund payments are col-
lected in American school and drainage districts. There are
25 of these societies in Germany to-day, and their bonds are
surviving the shoek of the most terrific war of time, The initial
landschaft, founded by Frederick the Great in 1769, is still in
successful operation. These societies had in eireulation in 1909
bonds of the value of $840,000,000, carrying an interest rate of
8, 34, and 4 per cent. These societies do not know ~what fallure
means, They are so operated that they can not fail, They are
based on a value that can not fail—the value attaching to the
source and means of human subsistence. As long as humanity
exists upon the products of the soil that value must exist. The
landschaft has solved the problem of finding and preserving that
value. The borrowing power represents as high as 60 per cent
of the productive value of the land. Speculative value is not
considered.

The landschaft has no eapital stock, no shares, no dividends.
Its loans run from 45 to 54 and 75 years, and each payment
has an amortization feature. Its principal features are: (1)
rigid government supervision; (2) reliable appraisal; (8) sum-
mary foreclosure and administration; (4) collective liability;
(5) land titles without the possibility of question; (8) partici-
pation by borrowers in the management; (7) mominal expense
of management.

A joint-steck, profit bank is no part of a genuine, land-credit
system, If the bank takes a mortgage, bases a bond on it, and
sells the bond under its own guaranty, the expense of maintain-
ing the bank with its salaries, equipment, and dividends comes
out of the mortgagor. Why shonld this expense be saddled on
the borrower when the land itself under a landschaft system is
sufficient? Land is more permanent than governments or banks,
Under the regulations of a landschaft it is, in the long run, a
better security than Government bonds. On more than one
occasion landschaft bonds have sold at higher figures than the
bonds of the Imperial German Government. They are holding
their own during the present war. They mobilize the land in
such way as to make it a liquid, realizable asset without the
necessity of the intervention of a bank. Then why have a bank?

But, it may be asked, what is the lowest market rate for
money in the United States? Practically $4,000,000,000 are
lent to savings banks in this country at less than 4 per cent.
New England depositors have loaned them over a billion and a
half dollars at 2.9 per cent ; New York depositors, nearly a billion
and three-gquarters at 8.75 per ecent. Look at the d and

Z:unicip_al bonds and observe the billions lent on long time at
and 5 per cent. The sixty-four billions represented by the
capital of all corporations doing business in this country in 1914
brought a net average return of only 4.8 per cent. Insurance
actuaries base all their caleculations on the assumption that 4
per cent is the highest average income money may permanently
bring.

Do you say that money is not available for loans running 40,
50, or 75 years? The insurance companies are always hunting
for safe investments of this kind, and so are those who wish to
leave their funds to their children, or for benevolent purposes,
in the safest and most lasting form. The banks are looking
for securities that may be readily cashed in the open market.
In Germany the landschaft bond circulates in the business world
like a Government bond, note, or coin of the realm, and com-
mands instant negotiability. In the bill I have introduaced for
a landschaft system in the United States I have deemed it best
to limit the maximum life of landschaft bonds to 50 years, as I
believe that period sufficiently long for all practical purposes.

Do you say that what German farmers have been doing for a
century and a half we ean not do? Has not the soil that sup-
ports 100,000,000 people a permanent value, a value that must
grow as these millions multiply? May we mnot devise a co-
operative, nonprofit system of ascertaining the exact productive
vilue of this land and base sound securities on it, representing
50 or 60 per cent of that value, espeeially when Germany’s record
of 147 years is before us?

The population of some landschaft districts in Germany runs
from 500,000 to 7,000,000; the number of acres from 3,000,000
to 18,000,000, in round figures.

The landschaft bond is a charge against mo particular parcel
of land, but against the society in general, with the privilege of
exercising, if necessary, all its rights against individual members
and their lands. The remedy of a ereditor is the right to compel
the exerecise of the landschaft’s power of assessment, and not a
suit against the individual landowner.

1 notice that almost universal error prevails in this country
as to the character of the liability of the members of the land-
schaft. It is generally supposed that each member is unlimit-
edly and personally responsible for all of the obligations of the
landschaft. That is no more true than it is true in the case of a
landowner in a school distriet or in a drainage district. The lia-
bility is merely a collective liability subject to the right of the
central authorities to levy the necessary annual assessments for
interest and sinking-fund payments.

I wish to direct especial attention to this widely misunderstood
feature of the landschaft—the feature of collective liability. In
reality there is nothing new, strange, or untried about this fea-
ture to the American farmer. It is practically the same kind
of mutual, collective liability that obtains in the Ameriean scheol,
drainage, and other improvement districts. H

Let us consider, for example, the sehool-district law of Texas.
It has the following provision as to liability :

When the commissioner’s court shall provide for the issuance of bonds,
and each year thereafter so long as the bonds or any of them are out-
standing, £aid court shall levy a tax not to exceed 25 cents on the 8100
valnation of taxable perty of the district, sufficient to pay interest on
the bonds and to vrmm-:e Jﬁkins fund which, together with the interest
thereon when placed at interest, shall be sufficlent to pay the principal
of the bonds at maturity. * * * After sald bonds have been issued
and sold .and said tax levied it shall not be lawfil to haold an election to
determine whether or not sald tax shall be discontinued or lowered until
the bonds with interest thereon have been paid, mor can the limits or
boundaries of the district be changed.

':‘dhe drainage-district law of Texas is as follows in this re-
gard:

Whenever any such dlstrict bonds shall have been issueil,
&a commissioners shall le be assessed

and collected
t{mvemant taxes upon all property, whether real, personal, mixed, or
o

erwlse, subject to taxation within the limit of such district, and
sufficient in amount to pay the interest om such bonds with an addi-
tional amount to be placed in a sinking fund, sufficient to discharge
and redeem sald bonds at thelr maturity.

So the landschaft, or land district, applies practically the
same principle of liability already applied in the United States
by the school district, the drainage and improvement districts.

In fact, the land-district system is less rigorous as to liabil-
ity than are some of the State laws as to school or drainage dis-
tricts in this country., Tt is my information that in some States
o bondholder may sue any landowner within a school district
and subject his entire property to the payment of the bond.
All that the holder of a landschaft bond can do is to invoke
the landschaft’s right of proportionate assessment against all
the lands in the landschaft.

In still another respect the land district, or landschaft, is
less rigorous than the school or drainage district. In the latter
two all the landowners in a district may be compelled to join
and all the land subjected to taxation if a certain proportion
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of the resident landowners so vote. In the former membership
is entirely voluntary.

Surely a system like this is entitled to serious study.

American school, drainage, and other improvement districts
are obtaining money to-day by virtue of a principle of opera-
tion strikingly similar to that of the landschaft, at rates under
4 and 5 per cent, Current quotations show offerings of the
bonds of such districts as follows:

Rate,

E

Maturity.

2,1924
1,1026

b
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If the farm-mortgage bond is to find universal and unques-
tioned acceptance in the Unied States, there must be universal
faith in the method and management of the landschaft. The
investing public must have easy opportunity to know and under-
stand its working. Manifestly, therefore, there must be in the
United States a Federal head for the landschaft system and a
uniform basis of operation throughout the Nation. To have
each of the 48 States form a landschaft or landschafts of its
own without a directing Federal center is to deprive the bond
of instant and general negotiability. A uniform, accurate, and
modern system of title registration is essential throughout the
country. This is also essential if the mortgage-bank proposal
of the Joint Committee on Rural Credit is to work satisfactorily
and generally. And yet the Senator from Florida [Mr.
ILercHER], in a recent speech in the Senate in defense of the
Joint-committee bill, the so-called Hollis-Moss bill, said that the
landschaft system would never be workable because of our
various State laws respecting registration of title, homestead
exemptions, foreclosure proceedings, right of redemption, and
the like, which he said no Federal law could change.

The land-bank bill prepared by the Joint Committee on Rural
Credit, the Hollis-Moss bill, has the following to say in this
connection :

SEc, 32. That it shall be the duty of the farm-loan commissioner to
make examination of the laws of every State of the United States
and to inform the Federal farm-loan board as rapidly as may be
whether in his judgment the laws of each Btate relating to the con-
\-oylnﬁ and recording of land titles, and the foreclosure of mortgages
or other instruments securing loans, as well as providing homestead
and other exemptions and granting the power to waive such ex-
emptions as respects first mortmfeﬂ are such as to assure the holder
thereof adequate safeguards aga nnf loss in the event of default on
loans secured by any such mortgages.

Pending the making of such examination In the case of any State,
the Federal farm-loan board may declare first mortgages on farm lands
sitnated within such State ineligible as the basis for an issue of farm-
loan bonds; and if said examination shall show that the laws of any
such State aflord insufficient protection to the holder of first mort-
gages of the kinds provided in this act, the said Federal farm-loan
board may declare sald first mortgages on land situated in such State
ineligible during the continuance of the laws In question. In making
his examination of the laws of the several States and forming his con-
clusions thereon, said farm-loan commissioner mn{ call upon the office
of the Attorney General of the United States for any needed legal
advice or assistance, or may employ special counsel in any State where
he considers such action necessary.

At the request of the executive of any State, the Federal farm-loan
board shall prepare a statement setting forth in what respects the re-
quirements of said board can not be complied with under the existing
laws of such State,

It is evident that this section of the Hollis-Moss bill is framed
in an endeavor to remove the very difficulties which the Senator
from Florida said would confront the landschaft system. As a
matter of fact, these obstacles are as much in the way of the
land-bank system of the joint committee as they are in the way
of the landschaft proposal. Indeed, they are less in the way of
the latter, because it is possible to have a landschaft in a State
without changing the language of the constitutional homestead
exemption. All that is necessary is to amend the section of the
State constitution authorizing school or drainage or other im-
provement districts by adding a provision for land districts,
with power in certain authorities to levy the necessary assess-
ments in the shape of taxes. On the other hand, it is a fact,
much to be regretted, that the homestead exemption in some
States is an impassable barrier to the general operation of the
Hollis land-bank bill, or any other land-bank proposition, with-
out a constitutional amendment, almost impossible to secure.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercaer] made another as-
sertion regarding the landschaft which was still more amazing,
He sald that the power of foreclosure without resort to the
courts, a power essential to the highest effectiveness of the

landschaft, but no more indispensable to it than to a drainage
or school district, could not be exercised in this country without
changing many State constitutions and the real estate mortgage
laws of the States, and he added that we in this generation
would never live to see the day when such a system could be
established in the United States. And yet, Mr. President, it is
a fact of common knowledge that in most of the States cf the
Republic to-day real estate mortgages may contain perfectly
legal clauses enabling the mortgagee to enter upon, take, and
sell the mortgaged land, without resort to a court, in the event
of a default. In that monumental legal work, the Cyclopedia of
Law, volume 26, page 1449, we find the following langunage:

A power of sale in a mortgage or deed of trust, when properly cxer-
cised, enables the party in interest to effect a complete foreclosure of
the mortgage by entirely ex parte proceedln{s. without submitting his
rights to a court of law or equity and without invoking the aid of
such a court.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that is such a remarkable state-
ment, this being the first time I ever heard it made, that I
should like to ask the Senator from Texas in what State such
proceedings could take place?

Mr. SHEPPARD. As I understand, in most of the States.
I am quoting from the Cyclopedia of Law, one of the best com-
pilations of existing legal knowledge. I was quoting from that
publication when the Senator interrupted me. Let me conclude
the gquotation.

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly.

Mr. SHEPPARD. And for the Senator’s benefit T want to
repeat what I have read, because it is not generally known. It
is supposed by some that the foreclosure of a mortgage requires
certain court proceedings in all cases, and this has been supposed
to be one of the barriers against the successful operation of the
landschaft system. Now, let me repeat the gquotation.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator,
when he is doing that, also to explain how that is accomplished
and how the mortgagee takes possession of the property?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Let me finish the quotation. It is as
follows:

A power of sale in a mortgage or deed of trust, when properly exer-
cised, enables the party in interest to effect a complete foreclosure of
the mortgage by entirely ex parte proceedings, without submitting his
:Igct{l)'\:frfo a court of law or equity and without invoking the aid of such

A po'wer of sale in a mortga or deed of trust, authorizing fore-
closure by advertisement and sale without resort to the courts, is not
contrary to ;i.tubllc policy or the poll(:{ of the law, but, on the contrary,
is perfectly legal and valld, except in a few States where the States
expres:}v orbld the exercise of such powers and require all foreclosures
to be effected by judicial proceedings.

Surely, it will be a comparatively easy task to have the few
States which do not now provide for summary foreclosures
nila]ke such changes as will permit it, if it should be deemed essen-
tial.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield to me
for a moment, has the Senator looked up the facts in the mat-
ter and does he believe that that statement is a correct statement
of conditions generally in the States?

Mr. SHEPPARD. I certainly do; yes, sir.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator know how the title is se-
cured by the man foreclosing the mortgage in the absence of
court proceedings?

Mr. SHEPPARD. That is effectuated by certain advertise-
ments being prepared and attached to the courthouse door or
some other public place or placed in the press. After publica-
tion for a given length of time the party has a right to enter
upon the land and sell it or reduce it to his own possession.

Mr. SMOOT. I would consider such a title very defective.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Texas is correct about that. In most of the States, at least
in Michigan, there are two provisions for mortgage foreclosure,
one statutory and one in chancery. The statutory foreclosure
statute provides that when there is default made, by certain
advertisements in the press for a given length of time a sale
can be made, but the mortgagee can not take possession of the
property until a fixed statutory period has elapsed, during which
time the mortgagor or his assigns have a right to redeem by
paying the costs and the mortgage and interest up to date of
redemption. I have not followed the enactments of the Michi-
gan Legislature during the last dozen years as closely as I
ought to have done perhaps, and it is possible that some changes
in our statutes relative to mortgage foreclosures have been
made; but what I have stated above was true when I was in
the active practice of law.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator another ques-
tion. How does the person foreclosing the mortgage in the way
suggested by the Senator get possession of the property?

Mr. TOWNSEND. He can take possession under the stat-
utes. He places the writ in the hands of the sheriff, and can
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be put in possession, although I wish to say to the Senator—I
do not know whether his inquiry goes as far as that—that even-
tually, if there is resistance to his taking possession, court pro-
ceedings would be required.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Exactly. That would be unavoidable, and
it would no more affect the success of the landschaft bond than
the success of the school bond or the drainage bond. Of course,
as I have said here, I do not consider the summary foreclosure
power absolutely indispensable to the operation of the land-
schaft, although it would be necessary to the highest effective-
ness of any system of rural credits based on land. HEven if it
were in force, it would not ordinarily be exercised.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think the authorities cited
by the Senator from Texas state the law accurately, at least
as it exists in many of the States of the Union, certainly in
my State, and I think in most of the Bouthern States.

The statutory law in most of these States provides for sum-
mary foreclosure under the terms of the mortgage, and if there
is defaunlt the property may be advertised for a given length of
time and sold. The purchaser at the sale acquires the title;
and, therefore, when the Senator says that the title can be
acquired through the exercise of this statutory power of sale,
he is absolutely correct. It is not necessary to resort to the
eourt of equity in such States in order to secure transfer of
title; but even in such States it would be necessary to invoke
the proecess of the eourt for the purpose of getting possession
of the property in case of resistance by the mortgagor.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I think that is entirely true.

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; I think that is the law. In my State
the mortgagee may become entitled, even before there is default,
to the possession. That power, however, is very rarely exer-
cised, and the mortgagor is permitted to remain in possession
until there is default and until there is a foreclosure proceed-
ing under the powers contained in the mortgage or by the
court.

I think the real difficulty is that pointed out by the Senator
from Michigan in his inquiry as to how the purchaser would
get possession, after he had aequired title, without going into
court.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Buf the same objection would be an ob-
stacle in the way of any land-eredit system, and I think it
could be avoided or overcome.

Mr. SIMMONS. Undoubtedly.

Mr. McOUMBER. Mr. President——

Mr, SHEPPARD. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to suggest to the Senator
that I do not think we need have any fear in the matter of ob-
taining title or possession. This statutory method of foreclosure
by advertisement is the common method in most of the States;
and, if the procedure is regular, at the expiration of one year
a deed will issue, and that entitles the purchaser to immediate
possession, In most States he will not have any right of pos-
session until the year of redemption has upi.red and mo one
would attempt to prevent his on right
after obtaining his sheriff’s deed, or the deed that follows a
foreclosure, unless there was irregularity in the proceedings.
It is the usual method adopted.

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator is right.

The next question is how may control be centered in a Federnl
body, and how may a uniform system reach all the States? The
bill I have introduced provides that Congress shall organize a
national rural-eredit institute whose original jurisdiction shall
be the District of Columbia and the territory subject to the
direct sovereignty of the Uniied States, and whose first purpose
is the establishment of landschaft laws in such jurisdietion.
The power of Congress to do this can not be questioned. The
institute is composed of seven members, and is a bedy corporate
with usual eorporate powers. The members are to be farmers
and rural-credit experts. They are to be paid by the Govern-
ment and are to be impartial umpires between the societies and
the investing public,

They are to devise model charters and by-laws for local units
or chapters, known as landschafts, in the Distriet of Columbia,
and so forth. They are to recommend to Congress such land
and mortgage laws as would be essential to the successful opera-
tion of a landschaft in the District of Columbia, and so forth.
The accomplishment of this much would be worth the expense
of organizing the institute and providing it with the means of
investigation and study. With model charters and model laws
in the District of Columbia, and so forth, the gystem would be
made plain to the American people. It would not be necessary
for the landschaft to be-aectually organized in the District, but
the value of the proeeeding would lie in the adopiion by Congress
of certain laws for the District that would provide a model sys-
tem as an example for the country.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
whether this bill is intended to cover mortgages on other than
farm lands? :

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is not.

Mr. TOWNSEND. How would it be operative in the District
of Columbia, then?

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have just said it would not actually
operate in the District, but that we could at least have here
the necessary land laws and organization laws for a model land-
schaft for the information of the rest of the country.

Furthermore, the institute is authorized to apply to the States
for permission to conduct its business of operating landschafts
within their borders. Here we are well within the limit of
precedent and authority. Many corporations organized in the
District of Columbia are admitted to do business in the States
under the laws of the original charter and with governing head-
quarters at Washington. If a State admits the national rural
credits institute to operate within its borders, that State puts
upon the institute the stamp of its own sovereignty and clothes
it with power to act. My bill provides, however, that the in-
stitute shall enter only such Btates as have adopted such laws
as will make a landschaft system feasible. Establish this in-
stitute in the Distriet of Columbia, equip it with necessary
means, let it demonstrate exaetly what a landschaft is and what
it signifies, what land and mortgage laws are needed to make it
feasible, and the people will take up the cause. No obstacle
should be allowed to stand-in the way. I shall not go further
into detail at this time. I append a copy of my bill to these
remarks. Do you ask, Will the landschaft work? I say it
has worked and will work, because it rests on scientific and ever-
lasting principles. Let this be remembered: The earliest hour
at which pure, cooperative land ecredit, land credit at practieal
cost, land credit in the cheapest form, may be obtained in the
United States is the hour at which the landschaft principle finds
adoption.

The next cheapest form of land credit is where the Govern-
ment itself provides the capital for a land-mortgage bank, selects
its officers, superintends its operations, guarantess its lia-
bilities, This institution issues Government-guaranteed bonds
based en land mortgages, and the rate of interest on the mort-
gages is, as a rule, no more than is sufficient to pay the interest
carried by the bonds and the expense of operating the bank.
When any surplus remains it is either paid into the Government
treasury or devoted to public works. There are 16 of these
banks in Germany. They are created by the States or Prov-
inces and not by the federal Government. They had loans out-
standing on mortgage security in 1909 of nearly $250,000,000.
It is a fair estimate that mere than half of this amount was lent
on farm mortgages, the remainder on urban.

It will be seen that the Government mortgage-bank system is
used to a mueh less extent in Germany than the landschaft
system, which had loans outstanding in 1909 of $850,000,000.
The experience of Germany is worthy of exceptional atten-
tion, beeause Germany has carried rural credit to a higher
degree of praetical success than any other country in the world.

Mr, J. RR. Cahill, the eminent English student of rural credit,
has the following to say regarding the Government mortgage
bank, the private, joint-stock land bank, and the landschaft
system as he saw them operating side by side in Germany:

Not aiming at profits beyond the payment of nses, although, in
fact, considerable sums are usually alloeated to public purpeses as the
result of their operations, they (the Government mort, banks)

grant loans more cheaply than the joint-stock mortgage ks. The
majorltfv of the latter do not find it profitable to lend at all upon small
prope.l‘t 88, a.nd other institutions which possess the advantage of being
for small farmers without incurring expense, namely, the
nbm mﬁngs banks, not only charge hi rates but ma ant only
oans subject to reca.ll. and only agree gradual nmorﬂfm on for a
limited portion of their leans, Certain drawbacks are associated with
the management and the control of the banks mow being considered
by the State or public assemblies of districts or Provinces. Thus the
necessity of obtain the sanction of a representative assembly for
changing the rate of interest payable on bonds or cha ble on loans,
the stricf adherence to formal rules (e. g, as regards lending over
50 or other per cent of the assessed wvalue), for whose s.ltemtlan simi-
lar authority is regulred, may often prove djsa,d\antageous in practice,
Other drawbacks inseparable in the popular mind from official admin-
istration are also imputed to them: and of course it can not be gain-
said they do not ess the great merift of the mortgage-credit associ-
ations, namely, merit of being or izations of landowners gov-
erned by lan uwners which confine their business to rural mortgages,
and are better able to take in comiideration all the conditions in arriv-
ing at their decisions.

Let us here note the fact that the joint-stock meortgage banks
of Germany have little to do with farm mortgages when we
consider their total volume of business. Of their nearly three
billions of outstanding mortgage loans in 1911, only about 6
per cent, or $160,000,000, represented farm loans,

The joint committee on rural credit, authorized by the Sixty-
third Congress, has reported a bill establishing a land-bank
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system, consisting of 12 Federal land banks under the super-
vision of a Federal farm-loan board at Washington. Each bank
is to have a capital of not less than $500,000, and loans are
made to farmer borrowers through local associations of at least
10 members, with limited or unlimited liability. Xach borrower
must take stock in the local association to the extent of 5 per
cent of the face of his loan, and the association subscribes that
much to the stock of the land bank of the district in which the
association is located. The banks issue bonds based on the mort-
gages as collateral security, and the loans run from 5 to 36
yvears, the semiannual interest payments of the borrower cov-
ering amortization. Behind each bond is the security of all the
mortgages held by the land bank, and each bond is guaranteed
by all the land banks, jointly and severally, as well as by a
farm-loan association, The interest rate paid by the borrower
must not be more than 1 per cent higher than the interest due
on the bonds and must not exceed the rate of & per cent. The
bonds are to be exempt from Federal, State, and local taxation.

The capital stock of a Federal land bank may be subscribed
for and held by any individual, firm, corporation, national farm-
loan association, or the Government of any State or of the
United States. The bank does not become permanently oper-
ative, however, until at least $100,000 of stock shall have been
subscribed by the farm-loan associations. Stock not subscribed
for within 90 days after books are open is to be subscribed by
the Federal Government, such stock to be retired as subscrip-
tions come in from other sources. Six of the nine directors of
the bank are to be chosen by farm-loan associations and the
remaining three by the Federal farm-loan board.

The fact that owners of stock outside of the farm-loan asso-
ciation will have no voice in the management makes it prac-
tically certain that little capital will be subscribed by indi-
viduals, firms, or corporations. The stock will be subscribed
principally by the local associations and the Government, and,
ultimately, after the Government stock is retired, by the asso-
ciations nltogether, If this Federal land-bank proposition finds
anything like general acceptance among our 6,000,000 farmers, it
will mean the formation of hundreds and thousands of local
associations, each with different sets of appraisers, other officials,
and so forth, in addition to the appraisers, oflicials, and so forth,
of each Federal land bank and also of the Federal farm-loan
board. It may well be asked why such elaborate and expensive
machinery is necessary when the land itself, under the land-
schaft system, furnishes adequate security without the inter-
vention of a bank or subscription of capital, and with a far
smaller number of associations, associations whose minimum
membership, if we consider the example of Germany, would be
in the neighborhood of half a million farmers.

In the landschaft system the liability of members would not
extend beyond the landschaft in which they were borrowers.
The bill of the joint committee makes the local associations
responsible to the extent of their stock in a land bank for the
obligations of every other land bank in the United States.

The land banks of the joint committee bill may make mortgage
loans for the following purposes and no other: (1) To provide
for the purchase of a farm home; (2) for the purchase of
equipment, fertilizers, and live stock necessary for the proper
and reasonable operation of the farm; (3) for buildings and
for the improvement of farm lands; (4) for liguidation of
the indebtedness of the borrower existing at the time of the
organization of the farm-loan association or subsequently in-
curred for the purposes above mentioned. In the landschaft
no questions are asked as to the disposition of the money
loaned, the principal obligations resting on the borrower being
that he shall make interest and amortization payments promptly
and keep his land from deteriorating.

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator a
question right there?

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly; I yield to the Senator.

Mr. McCUMBER. What provision has been made in the
bill which has been infroduced by the joint committee to com-
pel obedience to the requirements of the bill in the expendi-
ture of this money? Suppose a loan is made, and it is declared
that the loan is made for the purpose of purchasing cattle and
horses and machinery, or to pay a portion of the cost of the
land. What provision is made to compel the expenditure along
ihat line? Is it not a fact that after the money has been paid
over to the farmer he can use it as he sees fit, so far as the
bill is concerned?

Mr. SHEPPARD. The distinguished coauthor of the bill
is here. I will ask him to answer the question.

Mr. HOLLIS., Mr, President, it does not seem to me desir-
able at this time to engage in a general discussion of the rural-
credits bill. I think it will be up before the session closes,
and then I shall be very glad to explain it. I would rather not
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precipitate a discussion at this time. I will say, however, in
answer to the distinguished Senator from North Dakota that
if the money borrowed is devoted to any other purpose than
that to which the borrower pledges himself to devote it, the
mortgage thereupon becomes in default, and may be foreclosed.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I am under many obligations to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire for answering that question.

It should be noted that some of the purposes to which loans
are restricted in the land-bank system, such as live stock, tools;
and so forth, do not properly belong to the domain of long-
term mortgage credit, but rather to that of short-term, per-
sonal, current credit.

Again, I ask why should we wander into an unknown and
untried field when an example lies before us, sustained and vin-
dicated by the experience of 147 years, especially when a similar
clarification of recording systems and land laws throughout the
country is essential to both methods?

Let me say here that the joint committee bill also provides
for the organization of a private, joint-stock mortgage bank
conducted for profit, with stock subscribed by private parties,
and with power to lend on mortgages to individual farmers.

The able gentlemen who compose the joint committee have
labored in this matter with unusual earnestness and zeal. They
have advanced what they believe to be a solution, in part at
least, of the problem of land credit in the United States. With-
out offering any criticism of the faithful work of the joint com-
mittee, I express it as my personal conviction that they have
erected an unnecessary banking superstructure on a foundation
of land-mortgage societies which, properly organized, would be
sufficient of themselves, What would be thought of a proposal
that the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. establish and equip with
its own capital a bank for the purpose of guaranteeing and
selling the company’s bonds? A land district, properly organized
and operated, needs no bank to guarantee it. Suppose it should
be suggested that the land owners in the school districts of the
United States take stock in a bank for the purpose of guaran-
teeing and selling their bonds and become responsible for a
number of similar banks throughout the country before they
could borrow money for school purposes. Would any school
district be organized?

The bill of the joint committee and the landschaft bill which I
shall append hereto are intended to provide the farmer with
capital for permanent improvements and represent what is
known as long-term mortgage credit. The other fundamental
need of the farmer is for capital with which to finance the
current processes of production, and is covered by what is known
as short-term personal credit.

The joint committee has presented no bill on this latter phase
of rural credit, but has asked for further time in order to con-
sider a suitable measure. I have introduced a bill along this
last-mentioned line—a bill embodying most of the principles
taught by Raiffeisen, the great teacher and philosopher of this
kind of credit, a bill which will have the effect of reducing
interest rates on loans for current farm processes to the lowest
practicable point. I shall probably discuss this bill at a later
time. It enables farmers in a given district to organize a
rural national bank with a capital as small as $500, with privi-
leges of existing national banks, such as exchange of bonds for
circulating notes, rediscount for suitable paper, Federal super-
vision, examination, and so forth. Let me say in this connec-
tion, that the thousands of Raiffeisen rural banks in Germany,
with an average capital of $400 each, lent to German farmers in
1012 about $500,000,000 at 3 and 4 per cent, and on such time
as enabled the agricultural processes for which the nioney
was lent to complete themselves and reimburse the rural banks.

Mr. President, the landschaft or land district system is the
safest, most scientific, most practicable, and most effective sys-
tem of land credit in existence. It obtains credit for the farmer
at the lowest market rate and the lowest expense. In my
judgment, this Congress will neglect the supreme opportunity
and most urgent need of the hour, if it does not at least provide
for the establishment of a model landschaft law for the Dis-
trict of Columbia by experts in order that the American peo-
ple may see and know exactly what it is, and for its extension
to the States in the manner deemed most advisable.

Let me add that my bill for a landschaft gystem has been
brought to the attention of two of the world's best authorities
on rural credit, Wollemborg and Lorenzoni, both of Italy.
Lorenzoni says that the bill is on thoroughly sound lines.
Wollemborg's comment is as follows:

I have read the text of this bill. I am unable to give an oplnion on
matters of detail and Points of procedure as I am unacquainted with
local conditions and with the psychology of the farming population to
whom the measure is to apply.

1 can, however, sn{ that the bill is based on sound economic prin-
ciples and ralthtuily ollows the main outlines of the landschaft system
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of cooperative mortgage credit which has been in existence for over 150
years in Germany, with an unbroken record of success.

As 1 have already stated, in my opinion this system of long-term
land credit is best suited to comply with the requirements of the average
American farmer, for it is suited to lnnd-owningurarmers, ownling medium
or large sized farms, and requiring for their further development loans
for considerable amounts, at a low rate of interest and for a long term
of years, to be repaid by gradual amortization,

Leoxe WOLLEMBORG.

-
My bill (S. 3704) for a Inndschaft system now follows. I ask

permission to set out the bill in the REcorb.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. SHEPPARD. As here presented it contains ecertain
amendments which I have added since the bill was originally in-
troduced and which do not appear in the original bill.

The bill is as follows:

A Dbill to establish a landschaft fyftem of rural credit in the United
ates.,

Be it enacted, etc,, That in order to ald in effecting the purposes of this
act the positions of Assistant Secretary of Agriculture for rural credit
and Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for rural credit are hereby
authorized and established.

SEC. 2, That the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture for rural credit, the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Treasury for rural credit, and three other citizens
of the United States are hereby constituted a body corporate, to be known
as the national rural credit institute, with power to operate under the
terms hereof, and to form local units or chapters, known as landschaf
iz the District of Columbia and other territory subject to the direc
sovereignty of Congress and in such States of the United States as will
admit the institute for the purpose of exercising its powers within their
respective limits : Provided, That sald States, In the judgment of the in-
stitute, shall have enacted laws of such character as will permit the
successful operation of a landschaft.

. BEC. 8. t as a corporate person or body corporate the institute
shall have power to sue and be sued, to complain and defend in an
court of law and equity as fully as natural persons, to purchase, hol
and convey reai estate, to make contracts, and to do all the acts an
things essential to the purposes of this act. i

SEC. 4. That the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture for rural credit,
the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for rural credit, and the three
other members of the national rural credit institute shall be clitizens
of the United States, and shall be appointed by the President of the
United States as soon after the passa%e of this act as possible, by and

with the ndvice and consent of the Senate, for terms of four years,
unless sooner removed by the President, At least four members of the
institute, outside of the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of
the Treasury, shall have been principally engaged in farming for 10
years prior to their appointment, and at least one member shall be an
cxpert student of the subject ot rural credit.

SEC. 5. That vacancies shall be promptly filled by the President, who
shall also have the power of removing any member whose conduct may
be prejudicial to the p of this act. 'The members of the in-
stitute, outslde of the Secretary. of the Treasury and the Secretary of
Ap,ria-uhure. shall give their entire time to the duties by this act im-
posed,

SEC. 6. That members of the institute, outside of the Secretary of
the Treasury and the Secretary of Agriculture, shall receive a salary
of $7,600 per year. The Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of
the Treasury shall act as charirman of the institute alternately, in the
order named, each serving a year at a time.

8pc. 7. That the institute may adopt such methods of meeting and
procedure as it may deem .advisable, It may qmvitle for such super-
vision of landschafts as it may deem essential to their success. It
may employ such clerical and expert assistance as it may consider
necessary, said employees to be appointed after passing examinations
prepared by the Civil Service Commission and the institute.

Sec. 8, That the institute shall organize no landschaft in the Dis-
trict of Columbia until Congress shall have enacted such laws relating
io title and mortgage registration, to snmmnr{ powers of foreclosure,
administration, and so forth, and such other laws as are essential to
the cffective operation of the institute and its landschafts. Neither
ghall the institute apply for admission to enter a State until said State
ghall have cnacted such laws. The Institute may make such suggestions
to Congress and the States as it may deem proper in this connection.
In preparing such suggestions it may make such study of the questions
involved as it may deem desirable, making such expenditure for this
purpose out of the funds at its command as it may consider proper.

he institute may also conduct a campai of education among the
people of a State it proposes to enter in order to familiarize them with
the nature and practical working of a landschaft.

SEc. 9. That all expenditures and other actions of the institute shall
Le determined by a majority vote of all its members, and expenditures
shall be made through vouchers authorized by such majority vote and
countersigned by the chairman and one other member. The Secretary
of the Treasury shall pay from the Treasury the amounts as indicated
and directed by vouchers so countersigned. A majority of the members
of the institute shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi-
ness.

Sm]:. lé). That the Institute shali have its principal seat at Washing-
ton, D.C;

Spe. 11, That the Institute shall have power %o supervise, control,
and issue charters for local units or chapters, known as landschafts,
in the District of Columbia or elsewhere, under the conditions before
mentioned, which charters shall contain the following requirements
and such others in barmony therewith as the institute may deem
proper :

Skc. 12, That a landschaft shall be composed of all farm owners
within n designated district who desire to secure long-term loans on

* the security of their farms.

Sre. 13, That a distriet may be subdivided and resubdivided into
lesser areas, each with a local administration.

Bec, 14, That no one may join except an applicant for a loan, and
membership censes on repayment of loan. ] 3

8re. 15, That the voting strength of a member is determined by the
number and amount of his mortgages.

I!I:L:c_ 16, That the voting is done in circles in the smallest subdi-
visions.
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8ec. 17. That members elect the superiniendents of the circles and

also delegates to sit in conventlon for selecting nominees for other
offices and to compose the general meeting.
Sec. 18, That under the supervision of the institute the business of

a landschaft shall be conducted and controlled by the directorate, the
council of administration, and the general meeting, the duties of these
bodies to be specifically set out in the charter.

Sec. 19. That the directorate of a landschaft comprises a presiden
two vice presidents, an attornecy, a sccretary, and a treasurer. Al
officers must be members and therefore borrowers, except the attorney,
the secretary, and treasurer, who shail be salaried officials without
vote. The central officers are appointed by the institute on the nomina-
tion of the members acting through delegates,

B8ec. 20. The directoraie shall take such steps as in its judgment may
be necessary to tecure caretakers, cultivators, or mnnagers of mort-
g;alged éarms taken over by default. Compensation may or may not be
allowed.

Bec. 21, That a landschaft may issue debentures and exchange them
for annuity contracts secured by mortgages executed by members in Its
Igt'or on farms within its territory in consideration of loans made to
them.

Sgc. 22, That its funds consist of a sinking fund created by repay-
ments by borrowers and used for redeeming debentures and a reserve
accumulated from entrance fees, fines, or a portion of profits and main-
tatined only at a size sufficlent to guard agalnst contingencles.

Skc. 23, That the contract between the member and the landschaft
is an agreement to Eas an annuity to the landschaft as long as mem-
bership continues; that Is, until the loan is id.

SEC. 24. That the annuity consists of the interest at the agreed rate
and usually one-balf or onme-fourth of 1 per cent of the prinecipal, both
calculated on the full, original amount of the loan, together with a
contribution to the expense of doing business,

Sec. 25. That in addition to these charges, which are paid annually
or semiannually, the borrower may be fined for defaults or for infrac-
tion or disrefsrd of rules and regulations, while he must faithfully per-
form his dutles as a member under penalty of being expelled and having
his loan recalled. Mortga, lands shall be 1ns?ecteﬂ as often as may
be deemed necessary by officials of the landschaft and of the institute.
If said lands are found to have depreciated below two-thirds of their
appralsed value the landschaft shall have the right to recall a corre-
sponding amount of the loan,

Sec. 26 The borrower shall have the right to pay off the loan at any
time he may choose before its expiration, .

Sec. 27, t a first mortgage on farm land is taken to secure the
contract, and the amount of the loan must not exceed 50 per cent of the
value of mortgaged pvr:?erty.

BEc. 28. That the ue of the land is to be based on its agricultural
earning or producing power, and no appraiser or committee of appraisal
shall render a final decision until after a public hearing in the vicinity
of the land to be valued, duly advertised, at which all parties desiring to
testify may be heard. In the notices of the hearing the appraiser or
committee of appraisal shall state their own valuation. The directorate
shall designate the appraiser or committee of appraisal.

Sgpc. 29, That a synopsis of all hearings as to appraisal shall be fled
with the directorate and held by them for such examination as the
institute nmlly desire to make before mortgxﬁe is issued.

SEC. 80. That an applicant has been admitted to membership and his
contract and mortgage have been duly executed and approved by the
landschaft and the institute, the landschaft gives him its own deben-
tures, after same shail have been approved by the institute, of the same
amount and interest rate as his boan. ‘Before approving a mortgage
the Institute shall have the right to satisfy itself through its own special
np[iralsers and officers that the appraisal on which it is based is correct
and that all regulations have been observed, although a separate ap-
praisal by the institute of each mortgage is not made imperafive. All
mortgages shall be held by the institute in the Trmsur{ of the United
States and shall not be surrendered except as provided by this act and
regulations of the institute in hnrml:mry therewith, and nn]f when the
institute is assured that the landschafts are complying fully with the
provisions and purposes hereof,

SEc. 31. That the borrower sells the debentures which he obtains by
this exchange wherever he can get the best price, or the institute may
maintain a selling bureau to enable him to market the debentures, in
which event it acts merely as the seller's agent, and may charge a com-
mission. All bonds in the possession of the institute shall be kept in
the Treasury of the United States. '

Sgc. 32, That the annuities and other receipts are carrled to the
sinking fund or to the reserve immediately after they are paid by the
borrowers. A separate account is kegt in the sinking fund for each
borrower and entries are made in it of his payments and defaults, and
also of his portion of the profit or loss of the landschaft, When the
balance in his favor equals the sum origlnally borrowed his loan is
considered paid. Until this equivalent is obtained the borrower con-
ﬂtnuea tﬁ be indebted to the landschaft and his mortgage remains intact
of record.

Spc. 83, That according to law the filing of the mort[Fage converts
the annuity contract into a rent charge on the land, and until finally
canceled it is notice to the world that the landschaft has a valid prior
claim on the land for whatever azgeurs on its books against the bor-
rower or his successors at law. d no landschaft shall be organized
untlljdthe law of the jurisdiction in which it is to be located shall so
provide,

Bec. 34. That borrower has option to designate rate of interest, as
well as denominations of debentures issued to him, and the interest
rate of the debentures must correspond with that of his loan.

Bec. 35. That debentures shall of small as well as large denoml-
nations in order to attract small investors. Rate of interest shall be
3, 3%, 4, and 43 per cent.

Bec, 86. That debentures specify that interest Is to be pald annually
or semiannually, and shall run for 33, 40, or 50 yenrs at the option ot
the borrower, or as the institute may prescribe.” They do not attach
either as a fixed or floating charge against the mortgslfes. They are
acknowledgments of indebtiedness of certaln amounts, hey are a lla-
bility against the sinking fund and the members.

Bec., 37. That accumulations in the sinking fund are not for invest-
ment but for redemption of the debentures exchanged for loaus.

Sgc. 38. That withdrawals from sinking fund may be permitted after
borrower has paid off a certain portion of a loan. In this way the

landschaft grants extensions.
Src. 39, That borrowers may make vo]unta{g payments to slnk:gg
e landschaft requl

fund. Acceptance of cash or debentures of
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MArcH 27,

when presepted by borrower in payment of his dues to landschaft. By
increasing his credit bglanee berrower pays off his loan in whole or in

rt.
lmkin:t:. 40. That if a member defaults he takes away just
Hguida!

80 much
money available for retiring debentures and >
landschaft

|
ting labilities of
rtion

ginking fund. The covers the im t by ing
the loss among all members and deducting it their a&ﬁ?’ balances
in their ve accounts and by the exercise of the pewer of pro-

pnrrlontgtt.:dnm dt'neisnre, through clauses
mary osure an rou; TOper in mortga
or by appropriate legislation. Only n?ber all remedies bave been
bausted against a defanlting member shall the other members be held
for any unpaid balance, uniess the interests of the landschaft demand
rompter action by immediate assessment of members in order to meet
mediate labili All members shall ht to test in the
- prdinary courts ol justice the guestion as to whether have violated
the laws and nﬁlnﬁm of the landschaft and are properly subject te
its alties. ewise officials of a landschaft or the institute may
mvoethemuottha-ordmary courts of justice to enforce the ao-
thority by this act. Arg member may apgul to the ordinary
courts of justice to compel the officials of a landschaft or the institute
to perform the duties herein required. Members Mmee through
r clauses in mertgages, to summary foreclosure seizure pro-

ngs after notlee for a specified time.

Sgc. 41. That when deficiencies become chargeable a members
such deficiencles shall be recoverable by a levy on members in propor-
tion 1o voting power. Creditors of a lan in the event of
defanlt by it, shall have the right by proper le procedure to com
the exercise its power to levy assessments 1] rtion to vo
power, against the members thereof, until the obligations held by nlﬁ
creditor shall have been discharged.

Sec. 42. That every six momnths or every year debentures are to be
redeemed up to amount of cash on hand in sinking fund, if obtainable
in the market.

BEc. 43. That the institute may purchase debentures like an ordina
investor, while borrowers may pay their dues with them. Purcmsg
debentures may be reissmed, but those turned in by borrowers must be

canceled.

8EC. 44. That mortgages always at least equal the debentures, while
the sinking fund, com of d loans, is employed only in re-
deeming or retiring de! It can not be
uged as a working fund. or diverted in any way from its rpose.

SEC. 45. That all bonds and mortgages shall be engra by Bu-
{::& tg: Engraving and Printing according to forms prescribed by the

.
SEc. 46. That the funds of a landschaft shall be deposited in a
itary mamed by the institute, to the erder of the institute, and
g1l interest payments shall be made by the institute. The institute
ghall pay the salaries, ses, ete., of the landschafts in wouchers
drawn according to regulations prmri&ed by the institute.

Bec, 47. That the tute shall have power, through its representa-
tives, to substitute.itself for the officials of a undpch:ft
their functions in the event such substitu should
to insure the prompt discharge of a landschaft's obligations.

SEc. 48. That if required by the laws of a State in which it applies
for permission to o te, the institute may establish branches in such
State to exercise t thepuwe.rsuttham;_lfm.lpuentbodymd
designate representatives to compose said bran

SEc. 49. That whenever necessary for the purposes of this act the
fnstitute shall have power to administer eaths, send for witnesses and
papers, and confer snch powers on its own representatives and on
the officials and committees of the landschafts.

Sec. 50. That the institute shall inves te the advisability of estab-
lishing a life insurance department to ald borrowers in earrying mort-
gages, and shall make such recommendations to Congress in this regard
as it may deem advisable,

SEc. 51. That, to enable the imstitute to carry out the purposes of
this act. the sum of $500,000 is hereby opriated out of money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. The salaries of the mem-
bers, as herein provided, shall be appropriated by Congress independ-
ently of the saild $500,000.

Mr. SIMMONS. Before the Senator from Texas takes his
geat, 1 do not know whether I correctly understood one state-
ment made by him or not. I understood the Senator to say that
the homestead provisions in the constitutions of - most of the
States of the Union were a very serious impediment to the sue-
cess of the landschaft proposition which he presents or the
land-bank proposition which the committee presents.

Lr. SHEPPARD. I so stated as to many of the States of the
Union. I also stated how the landschaft could aveid the diffi-
culty.

htlsz". SIMMONS. I think the Scaator must be mistaken in
that statement. I understand that the landschaft association
loans money upon real estate mortgages, and where there is a
mortgage there is no homestead as against the debt secured by
that mortgage. I do not see how the homestead laws could in
any way interfere, .

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have assumed that the homestead re-
quirements of the States having this exemption were similar to
those of Texas, where the homestead idea originated. In the
constitution of the State of Texas it is specifically provided that
the homestead exemption is not a defense against foreclosure
or execution for purchase money or for taxes. The exemption
is good against all other obligations, whatever their form. If
the constitutions of other States do not go this far, it is all the
better for the landschaft principle.

Mr. SIMMONS. Of course the Senator was correct in regard
to mortgages in States where the constitution contains a pro-
vision of that kind.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I was referring to States having the kind

homestead exemption I have described and to no others.

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand there are very few States in
which that provision exists.

tures. invested in new loans,

and to exercise
1 become necessary

lgr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator state how many there
are

Mr. SIMMONS. I ecan not; certainly not many. And exemp-
tion such as the Senator from Texas says obtains in his State
wonld operate to materially diminish the security of the mort-
gagee, especially so in view of the liberality of commissioners in
making homestead allotments. ¥n my State we have a home-
stead law which provides for an exemption in case of real estate
of $1,000 in value. These exemptions are allotted by commis-
sioners who are generally exceedingly liberal to the defaulting
debtor and his family. ]

Mr. SHEPPARD. In my State the rural homestead consists
of 200 acres.

Mr, SIMMONS. In my State there is no limitation upon
the right to mortgage the homestead. Of course, where the
owner is a married man it requires the husband and wife to
join, but where the requirement of the statute with respect to
the execution of the paper is complied with, the mortgagor
parts, for the purpose of securing the debt, with the entire in-
terest in the land, and there is no homestead as to that par-
ticular land against that particular debt.

Mr. SHEPPARD. My statements as to the homestead ex-
emption being an impediment would not be applicable to the
Senator’s State.

Mr., SIMMONS. And I think that is true as to most of the
States of the South.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I am very glad to have the Senator so
state. I trust that he is correét.

Mr., SIMMONS. The Senator made another statement which
interested me and which, I think, is important, If I under-
stood the Senator he said the landschaft system of Germany
is analogous to the drainage systems which obtain in many of
the States.

Mr. SHEPPARD. It is.

Mr., SIMMONS. I understand in drainage districts there is
an assessment against the land of each one of the freeholders
within the area drained. They are each assessed annually, in
sums sufficient to pay the annual interest and provide for an
amortization fund, and that is collected by the sheriff of the
county just as any other taxes are collected. If there is a de-
fault, so much of the land is sold as may be necessary to pay the
overdue assessment,

Mr. SHEPPARD. Making the security more than sufficient
and absolutely sound.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator says that the landschaft sys-
tem or scheme which he proposes will be made up of borrowing
landholders. ! }

Mr. SHEPPARD. In the landschaft only borrowers may
join, and membership is voluntary. In the school and drain-
age districts all landowners are compelled to become members
if a certain number of the landowners of these districts so
vote.

Mr. SIMMONS.
these mo: es?

Mr. SHEPPARD. The mortgages are not subject to suit and
foreclosure by security holders.

Mr., SIMMONS. They are given to the association to secure
the debt to that particular landschaft distriet?

Mr. SHEPPARD. They are. ¢

Mr. SIMMONS. If there is default in the payment of his an-
nual assessment the proceeding against him for that assess-
ment is analogous to the procedure of a sheriff in a State for the
collection of tax? :

Mr. SHEPPARD. S8uch is my understanding.

Mr. SIMMONS., And no more of the land is sold than may be

to pay that particular assessment?

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator is correct.

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS.

Mr. ASHURST. I ask that the Indian appropriation bill be
proceeded with,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10385) making appropriations
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In-
dian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1917.

Tl;g VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be’
stated.

The SeceerTary. The pending amendment is as follows, on
printed page 50: The committee proposes to insert after with-
drawing all contained on page 51, down to and including line
16, on page 58:

For continuing construction of siaﬂo%ﬂon systems on Flathead In-

dian Reservation in Montana, $7 reimbursable), which shall
be immediately available and re:n.nln avnl‘ln.hle .

And no security holder can foreclose one of

until expended.
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Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, this amendment has been fully
argued and my course will be shaped largely by the vote upon
it. I should like to have a quorum present when it is voted
upon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Hiteheock Page Stone
Bankhead oilis Pittman Sutherland
Beckham Johnson, 8. Dak. Poindexter Taggart
Broussard Jones Ransdell Thomas
Catron Kenyon Saulsbury Thompson
Chamberlain Lane Shafroth Townsend
Chilton McCumber Sheppard Wadsworth
Clapp McLean Sherman Walsh
Clark, Wyo. Martine, N. J. Shields Warren
Curtis Myers Simmons Weeks
sallinger Nelson Smith, Arlz. Williams
Gronna Newlands Smith, Mich.

Harding Norris Smith, 8, C.

Hardwick Overman Smoot

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to announce the absence of my col-
league [Mr. Govr] on account of illness. 3

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have answered
to the roll roll. There is a quorum present. The Secretary
will read the pending amendment,

Mr. TOWNSEND. May we have the amendment stated?

The Secreriry. The committee has withdrawn all of the
bill beginning with page 51 down to and including line 16 on
page 58. Following thre matter printed in the bill on page 50
the committee offers to insert the following:

For contlouing construction of the irrégauon systems on the Flat-
head Indinn Reservation in Montana, $750,000 (reimbursable), which
shall be immediately available and remain avallable until expended.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the following amendment, to follow
that item. It has been read once.

Mr., SMOOT. Let it be read again.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read.

The SEcrRETARY. After the amendment just agreed to insert:

Provided, That the payments for the proportionate cost of the con-
siruction of sald systems required of settlers on the surplus unallotted
land by section 9, chapter 1485, Statutes of the United States of
America, entitled “An act for the survey and allotment of lands now
embraced within the limits of the Flathead Indian Reservation in the
State of Montana, and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after
allotment,” as amended by section 15 of the act of May 29, 1908 (35
Stat. L., 448), shall be made as hereln provided: Provided further,
That nothing contained in the act of May 29, 1908 (30 Stat. L., 444),
shall be construed to exempt the purchaser of any Indian allotment
purchased prior to the expiration of the trust period thereon from any
charge for construction of the irrigation s,\l'stom incurred up to the time
of such purchase, except such charges as shall have acerued and become
due in accordance with the public notices herein provided for, or to
relieve the owners of any or all land allotted to Indians in severalty
from payment of the charges herein reqnired to be made against said
land on account of construction of the irrigation systems; and in carry-
ing out the provisions of said section the exemption therein authorized
from charges incurred against allotments purchased prior to the expira-
tion of the trust period thereon shall be the amount of the charges or
installments thereof due under public notice herein provided for up to
the time of such purchase.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the Senators from Montana
have no objection whatever to the adoption of the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
submitted by the Senator from Kansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SecreTary. It is proposed to add. after the amendment
which has just been agreed to, the following:

For continuing construetion of the irrigation systems on the Fort
Peck Indian Reservation, in Montana, $100,000 (reimbursable), which
shall be immedintely available and remain available until expended.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I judge, from the vote on the
former amendment, that this amendment will be agreed to; but
1 want to get the facts into the Reconp, so that Senators may
know just exactly what they arve voting for.

There are 1,938 Indians on this reservation; there are 71,000
acres of irrigable lands allotted, 212,000 aecres of nonirrigable
lands allotted, 424,800 acres of grazing land, and 15,893 acres
of timberland. The Indians are cutivating 1,100 acres. The
original reservation consisted of 1,800,000 acres, and 1,300,000
acres were placed on the market. Seven hundred and twenty-two
thousand acres were allotted. There has already been ex-
pended on this plan $475,686.09, and there has been reimbursed
only $80,000.

1 think this amendment should be disagreed to; but, in view
of the vote on the other amendment, I suppose it will go
through. Therefore I offer as an amendment to the pending
amendment the amendment which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment to the amendMent
proposed by the Senator from Kansas will be stated.

The SeECRETARY. At the end of the pending amendment it is
proposed to add the following:

Provided, That the proportionate cost of the construction of said
systems required of settlers and entrymen omn the surplus unallotted
irrf_%able land by section 2 of the act of May 30, 1908 (35 Stat. L.,

. D58}, shall be paid as herein provided : Provided further, That noth-
ng contained in said act of May 30, 1908, shall be construed to exempt
the purchaser of any Indian allotment purchased prior to the expiration
of the trust Perlod thereon from nn{ charge for construction of the
irrigation system incurred up to the time of such purchase, except such
charFeu as shall have accrued and become due in accordance with the
public notices herein provided for, and the purchaser of any Indian
allotment to be irrigated by said systems purchased upon approval of
the Secretary of the Interlor before the charges against sald allotment
herein authorized shall have been paid shall pay all charges remaining
unpaid at the time of such purchase, and in all tents or deeds for
such purchased allotments, and also in all patents in fee to allottees or
their heirs issued before payment shall have been made of all sueh
charges herein authorized to be made against their allotments, there
shall be expressed that there is reserved upon the lands therein de-
seribed a lien for such charges, and such lien may be enforced, or upon
%Jfll)'nlle?t ?t the delinquent charges may be released by the Secretary of

e Interior.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] -to the
amendment :

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, this amendment is likewise quite
satisfactory to the friends of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendinent
to the amendment is adopted. The gquestion is on the amendment
as amended.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, in view
of what has been said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr.
Cuorris], I think it but right that what was stated by the special
commission appointed under the provision of the act of 1914
in relation to this particular project should be read. I beg leave
to read a few paragraphs from their report, so that it will
appear, as the fact is, that the appropriation is fully justified
by the report of a commission appointed under an act of Con-
gress to investigate this particular project. That commission
stated as follows:

The work of construction be b{ the Reclamation Service on this
reservation should be completed at the earllest possible date in order
that the allottees may be cnabled to derive some income from their
irrigable lands and also to save the water rights by construction work
and beneficial use.

The report goes on to make some comments on what ought to
be done in order to make this project available to the Indians;
and at the risk of prolonging the discussion unnecessarily 1
shall take the liberty to read a few paragraphs, in which the
commission set out how these projects could be made altogether
useful to the Indians. They say: )

In addition to completin

the units under construction, we respect-
fully recommend that worl

be initiated on the Big Muddy unit at
onee in order to save for the Indian land the use of the water of Big
Muddy Creek, which, in our opinion, is in very serious danger of being
lost to the Indians,

The Indians should he encouraged by being furnished tarmm%r:ﬁuip-
ment and competent instructors. Also they should be i to
move to and live on their allotments wherever practicable. e super-
intendent should ba firmly supported by the department in his en-
deavors to compel able-bodied Indlans who have equipment to cultivate
their land or to become engaged in some useful occupation in order to
conserve the interest of thousands of dollars invested in their behalf.

f the irrigable allotments on the Fork Peck Reservation 62} Er
cent are under the proposed Missouri River gravity canal and 5
irrigable allotments under the proposed Big Muddy unit, which is
in the extreme eastern part of the reservation, the Big Muddy Creek
being the eastern boundary. The land just off the reservation ad-
Lacmt to the Missouri River and Blg Muddy Creek has been settled

homesteaders, and it is therefore imperative that at the proser
time steps be taken to protect the water rights of the Indians under
these two proposed units. It is understood that the Reclamation
Service has filed on the water in the Big Muddy, but unless work of
construction is begun within three years from the date of filing the
water right of the Indians will be lost. The settlers east of the
reservation along the Big Muddy Creek have posted notices of the
appropriation of the water in said stream, but as yet have not per-
fected thelr title. They are given but 40 days under the Monfana
Sltatf? law to begin work of construction in order to retain their water
rigkt.

It is a known fact that it requlres a capital of from $1,500 to
£2,000 for a homesteader to successfully begin operations on land
in this western country. An Indian who has had practically no
cxperience can not be expected to farm his land without either capital,
implements, or competent instruction.

n order that the Indians may establish theémselves on their irri-

ble allotments it will be necessary that they be properly equipped
or farming, It is our opinion that a portion of the funds derived
from the sale of surplus land should be made available for the pur-
chase of such stock., equipment, ete, as is needed. Also it is our
opinion that in order to effect the sale of this surplus land it will be
necessary to have the present homestead laws, in so far as they apply
to nonirrigable Indian land cpened to entry on this reservation, so
amended as fo eliminate the requirements as to residence and to allow
a filing to be made on 320 acres instead of 160 acres, as now provided
by law. Otherwise the lands opened to settlement on the Fort Peck
Reservation will not be filed on by homesteaders, and as a result there
will not be enough money derived from the sale of the surplus lands
to Pay for the work that is now in course of construction. Neither
wil l‘nn;\r funds be avallable with which to equip the Indians for their
WOr
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Aside from furnishing proper implements, seeds, ete., it is absolutely
necessary that the superitendent be given competent farmers who have
had experience in irrigation and who are competent instructors in
methods of farming irrigable lands.

A reimbursable alpprogiation of at least $100,000 should be made
available at an early date in order that the Indians may be equl
for this work as soon as water can be had for irrigating their t-
ments.

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator from Montana please give
the name of the commission from whose report he has just been
reading?

Mr. WALSH. This is a report of a commission appointed
under the provisions of the Indian appropriation act of August

1, 1914, the commissioners who made the report being C. B. |

Lohmiller, superintendent Fort Peck Reservation; Arthur E.
McFatridge, superintendent Blackfeet Reservation; Fred C.
Morgan, superintendent Flathead Reservation; W. S. Haunna,
superintendent of irrigation, chairman; L. M. Holt, superintend-
ent of irrigation; and Henry W. Dietz, superintendent of irri-
gation.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I will say that I visited and
personally inspected the Fort Peck Reservation last summer
and taiked with both homesteaders and Indians thereon. Con-
ditions there are such as to absolutely require the speedy com-
pletion of this project, for the benefit both of the Indians and the
whites, in order to do justice to each and both. The Indians,
as well as the white settlers, are suffering from delay, and in
talking with them I heard no word of opposition to the speedy
completion of the project, but, on the contrary, both Indians
and white settlers were urging that the Government go ahead
with the project. This appropriation is needed and should be
made. :

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will ask the Chair if the amend-
ment to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas
[Mr, Curris] has been adopted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHiLrox in the chair). The
amendment has already been agreed to. The question now is
upon the amendment of the committee as amended.

Mr. SMOQT. Mr. President, I only desire to say a word, and
that not on the amendment itself. I notice in the amendment
that the appropriation is made to be immediately available *and
to remain available until expended.”

The senior Senator from Montana [Mr. Myess] has just.said
that this work must be undertaken at once and that there is no
opposition to it on the part of the Indians or on the part of the
white settlers. It seems to me that the words “ and fo remain
available until expended” ought to be eliminated from the
amendment.

I did not raise the question in the case of the previous amend-
ment, carrying $750,000, because that is a very large amount
and can not, perhaps, be expended within the time when, under
the bill, the appropriation would lapse.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, in deference to the desire of the
Senator from Utah and considering the experience he has had
in these matters of appropriations, we do not insist upon those
words remaining in the amendment.

Mr. SMOOT. Then I move that the words “ and to remain
available until expended ” be stricken from the amendment.

Mr. WALSH. There is no objection to that.

AMr. SMOOT. MMr. President, I wish the Senator from Montana
to understand that I do not offer that in any spirit of hostility
toward the amendment.

Mr. WALSH. I appreciate that.

My, SMOOT. But it is a bad practice to employ those words,
and they should not be incorporated in an appropriation bill
unless there is some real good reason for so doing.

Mr. WALSH. The Senators from Montana fully understand
the attitude of the Senator from Utal.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment to the amendment.

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment reported by
the committee it is proposed to strike out the words “and to
remain available until expended.”

Mr, MYERS., Mr. President, speaking for myself, I am very
willing to have that amendment adopted to the pending amend-
ment. I am very glad the Senator from Utah did not present
a like amendment to the Flathead amendment, because the con-
ditions there are entirely different, and it would be very inap-
propriate there.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator understands that I did not sug-
gest such an amendment in connection with the Flathead
provision?

Mr. MYERS. I so understand; and I am very glad the Sen-
ator did not.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Utah to the
amendment reported by the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The Secretary will state the
next amendment reported by the committee,

The SECRETARY. After the amendment last agreed to, it is
proposed to insert:

For continuing construction of the irrigation systems on the Black-

feet Indian Reservation, in Montana, $50,000 (reimbursable), which
shall be immediately available and remain available until expended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment. -

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I simply wish to get the facts
in the Recorp in this case, as I did in the others. There are
1,224 Blackfeet Indians; the irrigated land farmed by the In-
dians amounts to 1,618 acres. The amount expended on the
project to date is $952,061.34 ; it will cost to complete the project
$2,798,000, and the amount reimbursed to date is $4,544. The
amount of money on hand that may be used for reimbursement
is none. The reservation now consists of 546,060 acres. These
Indians had originally 1,760,000 acres. Under the irrigation
system constructed there could have been cultivated in 1915 over
26,000 acres, and yet only 1,600 acres were cultivated.

I think it would be a mistake to make this appropriation, and
I think I ought to say further that thé Commissioner or As-
sistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs said that he doubted
very much if this project would be of any benefit to the Indians.

In this connection I want to offer the same amendment which
I offered in the other cases.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment to the amendment.

]?Ir. CURTIS. I will say that it is in identical terms with the
others, 2

Mr. ASHURST. If it is in identical terms with the others,
perhaps it need not be read.

Mr. CURTIS. It is the same, except as to the name of the
Indians.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I think there is a slight change,
and perhaps it had better be read.

Mr. CURTIS. Very well; let it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Secretary will state the
amendment to the amendment.

The SecreTARY. At the end of the amendment it is proposed
to insert the following:

Provided, That the entr, th T llotted lands t
be I.rr:igated by such .y?i@’?:ﬁu‘i"i: addition to. c‘;ﬁplﬂm with the
homestead laws, before receiving patent for the lands covered by his
entry, pay the charges apportioned against such tract as herein author-
ized, and a fallure to mnﬁe any two payments when due shall render the
entry subject to cancellation, with thp: forfeiture to the United States of
all rights acquired under the provisions of this act, as well as of
moneys pald on aceount thereof. The purchaser of any Indian allot-
ment to be irrigated by such systems, purchased upon approval of
the Secretary of the Interior, before the charges against sald allot-
ment herein ‘authorized shall have been paid, shall pay all charges re-

ning unpaid at the time of such purchase, and in all patents or
deeds for such purchased allotments, and also In all patents in fee to
allottees or their heirs issued before t]{.m:rment of all such charges
herein ;muthorized to be made against their allotments, there shall be
expressed that there is reserved upon the lands therein described a lien
for such charges, and such lien may be enforced, or, upon payment of
}hi ?ell.nquent charges, may be released by the Secretary of the
nterior.

Mr, WALSH. DMr, President, before action is taken on this
matter, I desire to ask that there be inserted in the Recorp a
letter which I received this morning from Mr. Meritt, the As-
sistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, urging that this appro-
priation be made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
will be inserted in the Recorp.

The letter referred to is as follows:

DEPARTMEST OF THE IXTERIOR,

OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, March 27, 1016,

Without objection, the letter

Hon. TEOMAS J. WALSH,
United States Senate.

My Dear SexaToR WaLsH: In compliance with your phone request
of this morning, I am transmitting herewith the history of the Black-
feet irrigation project in Montana. There is also inclosed the report
of the commission appointed to invest!&nte the Blackfeet, Flathead, and
Fort Peck irrigation projects, found House Document 1215, Sixty-
third Congress, third session,

Referring to your inguiry regarding the estimates of the depart-
ment for an appropriation of $50, for the Blackfeet irrigation
project, you are advised that it is very important that there olb-
tained a small appropriation for the maintenance of this ﬂuject. The
Government has a.l.readg expended nearly a million dollars on this

roject, and it is desirable that a small appropriation be made to pro-
fect this large investment, ’

YVery truly, yours,

B. B. MEn1TT
Assistant Commissioner.
Me. WALSH. I also ask that there be inserted in the Recorp
a memorandum submitted by the Director of the Reclamation
Service and a report from the project engineer upon this project.
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The PRESIDING OFFICHR. Without objection, that order
will be made.

The matter referred to is as follows:

IRRIGATION ON BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION.

Construction of irrigation works on the Blackfeet Reservation was
started in 1908, and an efort was made to employ Indians, so as to
teach them how to work and form habits of industry.

Some land was brought under ditech in 1910, which gradually in-
creased annually sinee t time.

An examination In August, 1913, showed that although 26,000 acres
of land were commanded by ditches and water supply, not a acre
had ever been irrigated thereunder, Some improvement, however, oc-
curred in 1914, when 6705 acres of Indian lands were irrigated, of which
474 acres produced crops aver;ging in value $8.20 acre,

In 1915 the irrigated acreaze was 1,618, of which 1,322 acres pro-
duced crops to an average valie of $12.§0 gil' acre. Thirty-three farms
were Irrigated, and their produ-ts included 1y %nl:n. and garden cru%u.

I am unofficlally informed that the lack o interest in agriculture by
the Indians is due partly to the fact that the Indian allotments have
not been approved, unless it lias been done rmntg, and the Indians
could not, of course, be expected te exhibit much enthusiasm in farming
lands to which they could get no guaranty of permanency of tenure,

Brownise, MoxT., August 9, 1913,
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Duar Sie: Inclosed herewlth are three tables showing total payments
to Indians for services as laborers, for services of their teams, and for
supplies during recent years in which the Reclamation Service has been
operating in the Fort Peck, Blackfeet, and Flathead Indian Reservatlons.

ese tables refer to the work dome with Indian agproprhﬂona. In
addition to this, large amounts have been d for labor upon works
built with the reclamation fund on the Milk Rlve“ro&ec Huntle
project, where Crow Indians were employed,- and t River projec
where Apaches, Pimas, and Madeoga were employed.

By reference to the table for the Blackfeet Indian Reservation it will
be found that the second item of labor has Increased Fro ssively eve:

ear beginning with $14,691 in 1908 and amounting to %95& in 1912,
&otal yments have Increased in a ratio. The total payments
for Indian labor and teams during the months of May, June, and July,
1913, are $47,178. August, September, and October are still to be heard
from, and all indications are that the increase of 1918 over that for
1912 will be Inrq;e.

The engineer in charge of the work on the reservation regarts that
at one time last year 174 four-horse teams owned and driven by Indians
were employed on construction work and freigh The largest num-
ber employed at one time this ti:u is not as greaf, but those employed
are working more steadily, so t the total amount of work ormed
by Indian labor per month is greater this year than last.

The engineer also reports that Indians are reasonably skillful in
handling four-horse teams attached to fresnos, scrapers, to gra
plows, and to freight wagons, but that in many cases they are no
reliable, as they will quit without notice, and it 18 not always safe to
trust an Indian to handle a plow team or freighting team where sud-
den, unexpected stoppage will canse serious detriment to the work and
throw a large number of Indians out of employment. For this reason
it is necessary to employ a few white men who either perform such
duties or can hold themselves in readiness to take the place of Indians
who suddenly guit. For the same reason It 18 necessary to have a
considerable proportion of animals owned by the United. States and
handled by white men, otherwise the work would seriously suffer on
account of the unreliability of the Indians and their teams. The
Indians, however, have been steadily improving in this respect from an
efficiency five years ago very near Zero to a point where a considerable
number of Indian foremen, plowmen, and frelghters are employed with
moderate satisfaction.

All of the statistics available and all of the information obtainable
from the men who have conducted this work point convinelngly to the
conclusion that the Indians have tly improved in skill, reliability,
and willingness every year since this work was started on the Blackfeet
Reservation. 1 am convinced that a similar degree of patience, per-
sistence, and skill could succeed equally well in training the Indians
to agriculture. At present there are over 26,000 acres of land under
diteh which can be irrigated and which the engineer in charge stands
ready to deliver water to upon demand. Not a single acre of this
Innd is being cultivated b‘{ ther Indians or white men. Not a drop
of water Is %eing delivered for frrigation from the constructive works,
A small acreage is being cultivated by the agency farmer, a part of
which lies under the ditch, but this is being cultivated without irriga-
tion, 1 have not yet had an aPportnnlty to visit this farm.

The land under ditch is situated in three separate tracts and is
largely allotted In 40-acre units to Indian allottees.

by a skillfal, tactful

If a few of the unallotted units were farmed
farmer with Indian labor, the Indians employed would learn farm
work and would set an example to the other Indians by which they
could learn how to handle the water and cultivate the sofl. If at the

.same time moderate pressure by persuasison and a&emnﬂ necessity
were exerted, it is belleved that results counld be obtained in agriculture
within a few years that has been made in the past five years in training
and indueing Indians to work on construction.

At all times when money is available for the purpose offer is made
that all Indians and Indian teams who desire employment will be em-
ployed at a given wage, The first year very few Indians offered ;
were very inefficient, mogt of them being almost worthless, mu’l nona
would remain on the work any considerable time, so that practieally
nothing was accomplished the t year except to give a meager train-
ing to gquite a number of Indians employed, each for a short time. The
next year the effect of this training and partial habits formed showed
an.! the number of Indians employed increased; they worked for a
longer time and with greater efficiency, and each . successive year has
shown a similar progress. i

One of the lmgorta.nt factors in this success is the faet that in the
immediate neighborhood of the work the Government has maintained
a mercantile store where the Indian could '?gchnse all the pecessities

and no * gew-gaws.” He was furnished sach clothi and sub-
sistence as was necessary to make him an efficient workman ective
of whether he had earned these or not, if only the Indian agreed to work

nd has been

to pay for the mélter!a.l furnished. Though credit of this
practieally no loss. The

glven to a considerable extent there has

in charge N%tﬂ that not one cent has been lost this year
> e necessity for credit, however, has steadily

declined and very little credit has been asked this year.
To sum up, there has been a continual and fairly steady increase in
the number Indians wor?‘lhr. the skill with which they work, and in

the average .

The necessity of g the ymrig as Irrigation tarmers is not
confined to In and the State of Montana is expending large sums
training white boys in lrrifnﬁon farming at polytechnic and other
schools, and the number trained out of school by skiliful farmers and
emploﬂers is much greater. The no such advantages as yet

on tion, and that he would respond if given an o%portunlty

reserva

is indicated by the results upon construction work, and also by the re-
sults upon the Peck Reservation, where the indlans are not only
more efficlent and industrious upon construction work than on the
Blackfeet, yet even there the Government still breaks the virgin soil
;:'ith traction machinery which the Indians have not yet learned to

fl:'he'e ‘Flathead Indians have furnished no such examples of progress,
The land on that reservation is very productive, and their allotments
are large, so that the average Indian famlly receives in rent from white
farmers sufficient money for their meager wants, and thegeﬁll&y the part
of idle landlords in 3 erence to work., It has very om possible
to induce any considerable number of Flathead Indians to work on con-
struction, and this seems to be the main reason.

Mr. WALSH. Now, Mr. President, I feel that I ouguc to take
the time of the Senate simply to say, in connection with this
matter, that the various appropriations made heretofore by Con-
gress to carry on this work amount in the aggregate to just
$1,000,000, of which $16,047.43 lapsed, leaving $983,952.57 here-
tofore appropriated. These appropriations were all made in
view of the act of 1907, which provided for the opening of the
entire Blackfeet Reservation. It was contemplated that the
amount chargeable to the Indian lands under the project would
be paid out of the proceeds of the excess lands sold; but the
department has reached the conclusion that that act ought not
to be enforced, and consequently the expected revenues have not
been received.

I feel it but just to say, also, that out of this entire amount
practically one-half has been paid to the Indians themselves.
The work has practically all been done by the Indians. Some-
thing over $440,000 of the amount expended upon this project
has been paid to them,

I have before me here the report of the project engineer for
the past year. He tells in detail of the number of Indians who
have been employed, and the number of payments that were
made to the Indians. It is accompanied with photographs
showing the character of crops raised on the reservation by
means of the water that was available.

A very gratifying feature of this matter, to which I think I
ought to refer, is this: The Director of the Reclamation Serv-
ice states that while it is true that a relatively small portion
of the land is actually cultivated by the Indians, the area is
increasing gratifyingly each year; and he expresses the firm
conviction that if the same efforts were made to educate the
Indians as irrigation farmers that are made to educate even .
white boys as irrigation farmers, the results would be even
more gratifying. 8o, at least, for the preservation of the
rights of the Indians to the water and the utilization of the
system, so far as the Indians care to utilize it, the Indian Office
feels that the appropriation asked ought to be made.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, for the reasons given, in the case
of the last amendment for striking out the words “ and remain
available until expended,” I ask that the same words in this
amendment be stricken out.

Mr. WALSH. There is no objection to that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that will
be the order of the Senate. :

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I do not want to take but a mo-
ment of the time of the Senate. I shall vote against the whole
proposition. I just want to read into the Recorp what we have
in the way of information from the Assistant Commissioner of
Indian Affairs. Speaking of the Blackfeet Reservation, he
says:

I am not sure that the Indians will make very much use of this frri-

tion pro, present conditions on the Blackfeet Reservatlon.
he Blacl borders on

ect under
eet Reservation, you will observe from the maj

Canada. and the elimate there is not favorable to ufrlc ture because
of the early frost. If this project were coming up for the first time,
g0 far as I am con 1 should advise a st the investment of a
gingle dollar on the Bla t Reservation for irrigation purposes, be-
cause th is primarily a grazing g.::posltion and is more
valuable for grazing %;erosca than for agrlcultural purposes, ‘
Senator PiTTMAN, Then, as I understand you, as an agricultural
proposition it would not justify the investment—that is, the amount
of money required to make ihe subject an agricultural industry—and
that the return would not _'rusﬂtg ity

Mr. MErITT. Not with the industry as shown by the Blackfeet In-
dians. If it were purely a white man’s project, it might be made a
success ; but we must realize that the Indga.ns do not come up to the
white man’s standard in industry and effort.

I will simply add that, in this conneetion, on this reserva-
tion we have already expended, in round numbers, $1,000,000,
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reimbursable out of the Indian funds. As a proof of what I
have stated, I will read from what Mr, Meritt said:

I have been on that reservation, and it is my personal opinion that it
was A mistake ever to have begun that irrigation project on the Black-
feet Reservation., The Government has expended already about a -
lion dollars on that project, and the Reclamation Service has estimated
that it will cost approximately $3,000,000 before the project is com-
pleted as planned by them.

I submit that all these irrigation projects are a speculation,
In case they are unsuccessful the Indian is the loser; if they are
successful, he has very little profit. The Indians do not utilize
these irrigation projects to any considerable extent, as is shown
by the statement just made by the Senator from Kansas.

Because of this fact, and because I think we are wronging the
Indians by these irrigation projects, I deem it my duty to vote
against all these appropriations.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr., PAGE. Certainly.

Mr. MYERS. I should like to ask the Senator if the Assist-
ant Commissioner, Mr., Meritt, did not go further and state
that it was necessary to appropriate this $50,000 in order to
protect and save from loss all the work that had been done on
the Blackfeet project, at a cost of about $1,000,0007

Mr. PAGE. Oh, yes; it is probably true that the $50,000 we
propose to appropriate must be appropriated to save a bare
something out of what has already been expended. I introduce
these facts because I want the Senate to know that these
projects have not been undertaken with good judgment. As a
Federal Government should pay the losses, in case they prove
white man's project I think they may be good. I think the
failures, rather than take the money from the Indians’ funds.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, before the question is put, I wish
to say for the information of the Senate that it is my opinion
that if the Indians are ever permitted to go into court. with
fair representation the Government will have to pay many
millions of dollars in the way of claims for damages for legisla-
tion which has been passed by Congress which has not been in
Ehe interest of fhe Indians. I think there is a measure intro-
duced as an amendment to this bill which allows some of them
to go into the Court of Claims. If they do, I think they will
be entitled to, and if the court is a just one they will get, the
damages, :

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I will siate to the Senator from
Oregon that I have introduced a bill which permits the Black-
feet Indians to go into court.

Mr. LANE. That is a good bill, and I hope the Senator will
have it passed.

Mr. WALSH. I hope to have the help of the Senator from
Oregon in getting it through.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is upon agreeing
to the amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The SecrerarY. Following the amendment just agreed to it
is proposed to insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby aunthorized to expend the
sum of $22,400 from any money now avallable for construction of irri-
gation sfrstems on the Blackfeet Reservation in Montana, in the pur-
chase of lands embraced in the allotments of George W. Cook and
David La Breche, described as lots 3 and b, section 27, and lots 1 and 2,
section 84, township 32 north, range 13 west, together with all the im-

rovements thereon, in consideration of the relinguishment by the allot-
ees of all their right, title, and interest in and to lands and im-
provements, and of their right to select llen lands under the provisions
of section 14 of the act of June 25, 1910 (306 Stat. L., pl?. , R59),
and the release of all their claims whatsoever against the United States
or the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians by reason of said lands being required
for reservoir purposes in connection with the irrigation system on the
aforesaid Indian reservation.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, as I understand, this is the
amendment that was asked for by letter last Friday.

Mr. WALSH. It is the same one that was adopted by the
Senate on Friday last, and the explanation of the amendment
will be found in the Recorp of the proceedings of that day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MarTine of New Jersey
in the chair). The question is on agreeing to the amendment
of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SEcreTARY. Following the amendment just agreed to, it
is proposed to insert:

The work to be done with the amounts herein npgtopriatml for the
completion of the Blackfeet, Flathead, and Fort Peck projects may be
done by the Reclamation Service on plans and estimates furnished
by that service and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs:
Provided, That not to exceed $19,5375 of applicable appropriations made
for the Flathead, Blackfeet, and Fort Peck irrigation projects shall be

available for the maintenance, repair, and operation otp motor-propelled
and horse-drawn passenger-carry vehicles for officlal use upon the

aforesaid irrigation projects: Prorvided further, That not to execeel
$8,8650 may be used for the purchase of horse-drawn passenger-carrying
vehicles, and that not exceed $1,500 may be used for the purchase of
motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I offer as an amendment to the
amendment the matter which I send to the desk,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SEcreTary. It is proposed to insert, following the word
“wyehicle,” the following:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to announce, at such time as in his opinlon seems proper,
the charge for construction of irrigation systems on the Blackfeet,
Flathead, and Fort Peck Indian Reservations in Montana, which shall
be made against each acre of land irr%fnhle by the systems on each of
sald reservatlons. Such charges shall be assessed agalnst the land
irrigable by the systems on each said reservatlon in the proportion of
the total construction cost which each acre of such land bears to the
whole area of irrigable land thereunder.

On the 1st day of December after the announcement by the Secretary
of the Interior of the construction charge the allottee, entryman, pur-
chaser, or owner of sufh irrigable land which might have been fur-
nished water for irr. lon during the whole of the preceding irriga-
tion season, from ditches actually constructed, shall pay to fl?e
superintendent of the reservation where the land is located, for deposit
to the credit of the United States as a relmbursement of the appro-
priations made or to be made for construction of said irrigation sys-
tems, 5 per cent of the construction charge fixed for his land, as an
initial installment, and shall y the balance of the charge in 15
annual installments, the first 5 of which shall each be 5 per cent of
the construction charge and the remalnder shall each be T per cent
of the constructlon charge. The first of the annual installments shall
become due and yable on December 1, of the fifth calendar year
after the Initial installment: Provided, That any allottee, entryman,
purchaser, or owner may, if he so elects, pay the whole or any part
of the construction charges within any shorter period: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the Interior, may, in his discretion, grant
such extenslon of the tlme for payments herein required from Indian
allottees or their heirs as he may determine proper and necessary, so
long as such land remains in Indian title.

t the tribal funds heretofore covered into the Treasury of the
United States in partial relmbursement of ap})mprlations made for
constructing irrigation systems on sald reservations shall be placed to
the credit of the and be available for such expenditure for the
benefit of the tribe as may be made under existing law.

The cost of constructing irrigation systems to irrigate allotted lands
of the Indians on these reservations shall be relmbursed to the United
States as hereinbefore provided, and no further reimbursements from
the tribal funds shall be made on account of said irrigation works ex-
cept that all charges against Indian allottees or their heirs herein
authorized, unless otherwise pald, may be paid from the individual
shares in the tribal funds, when the same is available for distribution,
in the diseretion of the Secretary of the Interior.

That in addition to the construction ¢ every allottee, entry-
man, purchaser, or owner shall pay to the superintendent of the reser-
vation a maintenance and operation charge based upon the total cost of
maintenance and operation of the systems on the several reservations,
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to fix such main-
tenance and c;peratlon charge upon such basis as shall be equitable to
the owners of the irrigable land. Such charges when collected shall
be available for cxpenditure in the maintenance and operation of the
systems on the reservation where collected : Provided, That delivery of
water to any tract of land may be refused on account of nonpayment
of any charges herein authorized, and the same , in the discretion
of the Secretary of the Interior, be collected by a suit for money owed :
Provided further, That the rights of the United States heretofore ac-
quired to water for Indian lands referred to In the foregoing provision,
namely, the Blackfeet, Fort Po.f, and Flathead Reservation land, shall
be continued in full force and <fect until the Indian title to such land
is extinguished.

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
to prescribe such rules and regulations and issue such notices as may

| be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, and he is

hereby authorized and directed to determine the area of land on each
reservation which may be irrigated from constructed ditches and to
determine what allowance, 1f any, shall be made for ditches constructed
by individuals for the diversion and distribution of a partial or total
water supply for allotted or surplus unallotted land: Provided, That
if water be available prior to the announcement of the charge herein
authorized the Secretary of the Interior may furnish water to land
under the systems on the said reservations, making a reasonable charge
therefor, and such charges when collected may be used for construction
or maintenance of the systems through which such water shall have
been furnished.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I may have misunderstood the
reading of this amendment, but I undersiand that it provides -
that the cost of construction shall be paid in seven years. Am
I right?

Mr. CURTIS. This amendment provides that it shall be
paid in 15 years. It provides for the payment of 5 per cent
annually for a certaln number of years, and 7 per cent annually
for the balance of the period.

Mr, GRONNA. They are given 15 years’ time?

Mr. CURTIS. Fifteen years’ time, according to my recol-
lection.

Mr. GRONNA. If that is correct, I have no objection.

Mr. WALSH. It is intended to make the provisions conform
to the present provisions of the general reclamation law, 15
years; but the initial payment may be deferred for five years.

Mr, ASHURST. Mr. President, I believe and therefore move
that the word “the” should be inserted after the word * irri-
gation,” on line 16, page 52 of this amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the chairman of the com-
mittee accept the amendment offered?
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Mr. ASHURST., Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then that will become a part
of the original amendment?

Mr. ASHURST, Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The guestion now is on the
amendment as amended.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the
Senator from Montana what is the maximum sum that in his
judgment can be taken from the Federal Treasury under this
amendment of the Senator from Kansas? As I understand,
the proposal is to transfer the burden from the Indians to the
Federal Treasury. The Senator is acquainted with all the
surroundings. 1 should like to know the maximum loss he
thinks may come to the Federal Treasury because of these
projects?

Mr. WALSH. Why, Mr. President, I will say frankly to
the Senator that I have not the slightest fear that the Gov-
ernment of the United States or the Treasury of the Uuited
States will ever lose a dollar,

Mr. PAGE. In.the case of the Blackfeet project it seems to
be generally conceded that there will be a loss.

Mr. WALSH. I do not think anybody has conceded any-
thing of that kind. I will say to the Senator that, of course,
if we do not open the Blackfeet Reservation the Indians will
have no money from which this can be reimbursed, so that
this is, in that view of it, a straight-out appropriation for the
benefit of the Blackfeet Indians. But we hope you will be
persuaded that the eastern end of the reservation should be
opened, and then the white settlers who take the lands there
under the project will contribute to the Federal Treasury
whatever is assignable to their lands, and the proceeds of the
sale of the Indian lands will be applied, so far as they belong
to the individual Indians who take their allotments there, to
reduce it, and I have no doubt in the world that as time goes
on other portions of the reservation will be opened, because
that is the history of these things in the past. Just as fast
us the reservation opens the moneys will then become availa-
ble to the liguidation of the indebtedness which now exists.

Mr. PAGE. The Senator is of course aware, as for instance
in North Dakota, that some of these irrigation projects have
been failures, and he is also aware that in the opinion of the
department this Blackfeet project, upon whiceh $1,000,000 has
already been paid out, ought never to have been commenced
as an Indian proposition. Am I right about that?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Meritt expressed that view, but I do not
think when you speak about the department you ought to aceept
what Mr. Meritt says about a matter against what the special
commission that was appointed by virtue of the act of Congress
to go out and investigate the matter said. They say the
project is all right and I tell you that it is all right, and the
head of the Reclamation Service tells you it is all right. Now,
Mr. Meritt does not tell you that it is not all right, but he
says if the thing was to do over again he would not do it. I
dare say in the business experience of the Senator from Ver-
mont he has started enterprises that when he got through with
them he would rather he had not started. -

Mr, PAGE. But usually when I start on an enterprise and
it is a failure I have to pay the loss out of my pocket.

Mr. WALSH. So I have tried to state. Of course if you do
not wish to get the money out of the lands by opening the lands
so that the Indians will have something to pay, the Treasury
will always be out that amount.

Mr. PAGE. I was of the opinion that Mr., Meritt reflected
the views of the department when he said that they had
already paid out $1,000,000, and that it would cost $2,000,000
to eomplete the project, and that all he thought we ought to do
was simply to tie up and make available what had already
been expended, as far as we could by the expenditure of this
additional sum, £50,000.

Mr, WALSH. I will say to the Senator from Vermont I do
not think so. I thought Mr. Meritt, who told us he had been
on this reservation, was expressing his own individual idea
about it, because he has sent a letter, written this morning,
asking that the appropriation be made.

Mr. PAGE. An appropriation of $50,000?

Mr. WALSH. Yes; which I have put in the Recorp. I think
he was expressing his own opinion about it. Bear In mind, this
is 1016 and the initial appropriation was made in 1908, eight
years ago, and we have learned a lot about irrigation problems
in Montana in eight years that we did not know then. We
have learned that we can cultivate vast areas of our land with-

out irrl%atton quite suecessfully. We have learned also, Mr.
President, that there are many troublesome difficulties in con-
nection with these irrigation projects of which we did not know
anything at all, or knew but Iittle, in 1908.

Mr. PAGE. I did not follow all the amendments of the Sena-
tor from Kansas very closely. Am I right in supposing that by
this amendment we relieve the Indians from the burden of these
projects in case there is a final loss?

Mr. WALSH. The amendments offered by the Senator from
Kansas were prepared through conferences between the Mon-
tana delegation and the Indian Bureau. They are entirely sat-
isfactory to the Indian Bureau. I want to say to the Senator
briefly they provide that the provisions of the various acts by
which in a way the avails of the Indian lands stood pledged for
the expense of the projects have been in effect repealed. It
ought to be said as well that the law likewise provided that the
white settlers should pay their proportionate share of the cost
so that the Treasury was to be reimbursed from the contribution
made by the white settlers as well as by the Indian allottees.

Mr. PAGE. I understood that to be the case.

Mr. WALSH. The amendments now adopted provide that the
individual share of the individual Indian in the tribal funds, the
Indian who has land under the project, may be applied by the
Secretary of the Interior to the payment of his share of the ex-
pense of the construction of the project, and that the settler
whoe appropriates any of the excess land shall be charged his
share and shall pay it, and that the Treasury shall be reimbursed
in that way. Then it provides that the tribal funds of the In-
dians shall not otherwise be ehargeable with anything.

Mr. PAGE. I wish to say that I am very happy because of
this ontcome. I have devoted a good deal of time to the study
of these irrigation problems, and perhaps I have sometimes been
offensive {o my brother Senators in fighting what I have believed
to be gross injustice to the Indian, a wrongful use of his money.
So far as I can now see, I think this solution of the matter is sat-
isfactory.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 16, to insert:

For the erection of a building for the display of Indian exhibits
upon the grounds ot the Western Montana Fair Association dt

oula, Mont.,, upon such plans as the Commissioner of Indian Af-
fairs shall direct, E 000,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I make a point of order on this
amendment that it is not germane,

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I desire to be heard on that.

Mr. CURTIS. I make a point of order and it is not debatable
under the rule.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Where
does the Senator get any authority that a point of order is not
debatable?

Mr. OURTIS. I get it in Rule XVI.

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The Chair will presume to
transfer the question to the Senate.

Mr. MYERS. I should like to say that Rule XVI—-—-—

Mr. CURTIS. Paragraph 3.

Mr. MYERS. That a point of order is not debatable?

Mr. ASHURST. May I have a moment?

Mr. CURTIS. I raise the point of order.

Mr. ASHURST. I do not want to debate the point of order;
I want to make a short statement.

I was going to say the situation before the Senate is such
that the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs is go-
ing to press his military bill, and I want, if I can, to conclude
the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill to-day. I
appeal to Senators not on the other side but on this side of
the Chamber to make just as few and as short speeches as
their oratorical temperaments will permit. I appeal to Sena-
tors to sit and vote and to exercise their oratorical capacities
on the military bill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair claims no special
knowledge in this direction, and desires to submit the question
to the Senafe whether the amendment is germane,

Mr. MYERS. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

'll‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the followlng Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Cummins Johnson, 8. Dak, Nelson
Beckham Curtis Jones Newlands
Borah Kern Norris
Brandegee Gronna Lane Oliver
Broussard Hard.l‘;lig J Lod Overman
Catron Hardwick McCumber

Chamber Hitcheock Martine, N. J.

Clapp Hollls Myers Robinson
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Bhafroth Bmoot ompson Walsh

Th
Tillman

Sheppard Sterling Weeks
Fherman Sutheriand Townsend

Smith, Ariz. Taggart Underwood

Smith; Ga. Thomas Wadsworth

- Mr. KERN. I desire to announce the unavoidable absence of
the senior Senator from Florida [Mr, Frercaer]. He is absent
on official business. This announcement may stand for the
day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have re-
sponded to their names. A quorum Is present. The question is
whether the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas
[Mr. Currris] is germane. [Putting the question.] The ayes
have it, and the Senate decides that the amendment is germane.
Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. ;

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I do object to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate having agreed
that the amendment is germane, the question now is on agree-
ing to the amendment.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I have no objection to the real
merits of the amendment. It would perhaps be a good idea to
erect buildings for the Indians to exhibit their produets, but,
Mr. President, when I presented the idea to the committee I
was told that we must not establish this precedent. I did not
press my claim any further. I simply abided by the wishes of
the committee. How in the world the amendment has gotten
on the Indian appropriation bill I do not know.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. MYERS. The amendment was adopted by a majority
vote of the committee. I was there when it was adopted. I ask
the chairman to bear me out in that statement.

Mr. ASHURST. That is true.

Mr. GRONNA. I do not yield for a speech. The Senator will
remember that on Saturday he declined to yield to me for a
speech.

Mr. MYERS. But I never object to yielding for a question.

Mr. GRONNA. If the Senator wishes to ask a question, I
will gladly yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da-
kota has the floor.

Mr. GRONNA. 1 shall insist upon a record vote upon this
amendment, and I call for the yeas and nays.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to ask the Senator a question.
This money, I suppose, comes out of the Indian funds?

Mr. GRONNA. It does.

Mr. MYERS. T desire to make a correction there.
not come out of the Indian funds. It is a gratuity out of the
Treasury of the United States. I ask the Senator to read the
amendment, It is not reimbursable, It is a donation.

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. For what purpose?

Mr, MYERS. To encourage the Indians to make farming ex-
hibits at a fair in Montana.

"Mr, SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask the Senator from
Montana upon what theory he thinks we are justified in appro-
priating money out of the Public Treasury to provide for an
Indian exhibit at a fair?

Mr. MYERS. In order to encourage the Indians to engage in
agriculture, and to produce crops and become farmers. We
have spent thousands and thousands of dollars in hiring farm-
ing instructors, farm teachers, for Indians in order to edu-
cate them and make farmers of them, and I believe that this
will do more toward making farmers out of the Flathead Indians
than all the rest of the money that has been expended for that
purpose.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Who is asking for this appropriation?
The Indians? !

Mr. MYERS. The Senate Committee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Indians or the directors of the fair
association?

Mr. MYERS. The request came from Maj. Morgan, the Indian
agent of the Flathead Indians. I offered the amendment at his
request, supplemented by the request of a large number of the
Indians who met me on the fair grounds at Missoula, Mont., last
fall, and joined in the request of the Indian agent. The di-
rectors of the fair knew nothing about it. It was a surprise to

them when I offered’the amendment. They were not consulted.
*  Mr. GRONNA. I still have the floor, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North
Dakota has the floor, and will proceed.

Mr. GRONNA, Mr. President, I wish to read the language of
this amendment :

For the erection of a building for the display of Indian exhibits upon
the fair grounds of the Western Montana Fair Association at Missonla

Mont., upon such plans as the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall
direct, $1,000.

It does

It does not provide that this money shall be taken out of the
Treasury ; it says at the direction of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, and the only available money will be the Indian money,
So I say to the Senafor from Montana he is mistaken in stating
that it will be taken from the Treasury.

Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. JONES addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. GRONNA. Iyield to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from North Dakota if he does not think the provision
would be even worse if it provided expressly that it was to be
taken out of the Public Treasury?

Mr. GRONNA. I think it would be worse.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why should the people of Mississippi, and
Georgia, and Alabama, and North Carolina, and New York pay
to carry on an Indian fair any more than the people of New
York and California and North Dakota should be called upon to
pay for a State fair in Mississippi?

Mr. GRONNA. That is true. I agree with the Senator.
Now, Mr. President, I have nothing further to say on this point.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President

Mr. GRONNA. I wish to make a statement, and then I will
yield.

Mr. JONES. Itight in this connection I wish to make a sug-
gestion.

Mr. GRONNA. I yield.

Mr. JONES. According to the language of the provision
all that the commissioner has to do is to prepare such plans
as the commissioner may direct, and the money must come out
of the Treasury of the United States.

Mr. GRONNA. If it does, just as the Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. Wirtiams] said, it should not be done. Mr. Presi-
dent, I believe that if we are to commence to erect buildings
for this purpose we should not erect them only for Missoula,
Mont., but for every Indian agency in every State where we
have Indians. I am opposed to this amendment going in at
this time.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, just a few words. I agree
with the Senator from North Dakota that if we would erect a
building for each tribe of Indians in the United States in which
to put their exhibits at some fair and thereby instill in them a
spirit of competition, an incentive to industry and cultivation
of the soil, making them seH-supporting and making farmers of
them, it would be money well spent, and I would favor doing
it on every Indian reservation in the United States. This
money is not to be reimbursable. That was discussed in the
committee. If is a plain gratuity out of the Treasury of the
United States to encourage Indians to follow agriculture, an
incentive to develop them into farmers and to make them self-
supporting. We spend hundreds of thousands of dollars for
Indians in ways that are far less beneficial than this and much
less judicious. ;

There seems to be some disposition to criticize very severely
this amendment. I want to ecall attention to the fact that it
is indorsed by the Secretary of the Interior., It came to the
Committee on Indian Affairs with the indorsement of that offi-
cial, who wrote a letter about it to the chairman of the com-
mittee, which is found on page 30 of the report of the Senate
committee on this bill, and which is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, February 2§, 1916.

My Dgar Sexaror: This will refer further to your memorandum
transmitting for report copy of an amendment intended to be proposed
by Senator Myers to the Indlan appropriation bill (H. R. 10385),
appropriating $1,000 for the erection of a building for the dlspln.ﬁ_ of
Indian products on the fair grounds of the Western Montana Falr
Asaociat?on. at Missoula, Mont.

I am advised that for several years very successful exhibits of
Indian products have been shown at this fair, and the Indians have
won o number of prizes in direct competition with white farmers, which
has not only tended further to encourage them in their industrial
activities, but also to give the public correet ideas of present civilized
conditions amon}z the Indians.

No specific information seems to be available as to the sufficiency of
the quarters for housing the Indian exhibit at this falr, but the pro-
Bmg amendment would seem to indicate that they are inadequate.

hould Congress see fit to appropriate funds for this purpose will
interpose mo objection thereto and will use every means to see that
the best p%lssi]t];le use is made of whatever amount is appropriated.

Cordially, yours
e FrANELIN K. LAXB, Secretary.

Hon. HeExrY F. ASHURST, :
Chairman Commitiee on Indian Affairs,

United States Senate.

Mr. PAGE. Will the Senator tell me from what page of the
committee hearings he has been reading?

Mr. MYERS. I am reading from page 30 of the Senate com-
mittee report on this bill.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. MYERS. With great pleasure.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to ask the Senator from
Montana if he knows what accommodations the fair association
has at this time?

Mr. MYERS. I will answer that. I was just about to get to
that. I am glad the Senator asks the question.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Then, further, if there are not
suflicient accommodations to accommodate all the exhibits that
may be entered there, would it not be rather up to the fair asso-
ciation to furnish accommodations for exhibits, rather than to
have the exhibitors themselves do it?

Mr. MYERS. It might be in some cases, but this has the ap-
proval of the Government. It is intended as an incentive to the
Indians. I will say that at the Missoula fair last fall the In-
dians had a splendid agricultural exhibit—corn, wheat, grasses,
oats, hay, vegetables, berries, fruit, and all the products of the
soil, showing that the Flathead Indians are making a good be-
ginning in agriculture. Their land has been alloted to them, and
it is necessary that they should go on their allotments and cultl-
vate them and make a living, unless they are to be forever wards
of the Government. This would encourage industry in them.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My suggestion——

Mr. MYERS. I will answer the question. There are no
adequate quarters there for an Indian exhibit. Their exhibit
is housed in quarters which are not nearly sufficient, and the
Indians and the Indian agent want an Indian building, where
the Indians can gather when they attend the fair and hold con-
ferences and make their headquarters and have their exhibits;
have them in a special building, put up especially for their use
and designed according to their needs.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I merely wanted to remark that in
other States where they have Indian exhibits at fairs.the fair
association provides most abundant and capacious rooms for
them and they are very glad to do it. It forms added attrac-
tions to the fair association.

Mr. MYERS. I want to say in addition this is to be a
gratuity appropriation, and on that aceount I expect it to have
the very earnest and hearty support of the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. Page]. In the debates Saturday about the appro-
priation for the Flathead reclamation project the Senator from
Vermont complained that it was reimbursable out of the funds
of the Indians and contended that was not fair to the Indians,
I asked him how he thought the appropriation should be made
and he indicated that he thought the fairest and best way would
be a gratuity appropriation by the United States Government.
He indicated very pointedly that he might be willing to vote
a gratnity appropriation of about $6,000,000 to complete the
Flathead reclamation project, for the benefit of Indians and
whites on the Flathead Reservation.

Now, I am sure that, as an evidence of his good faith, he
will vote for this little beginning, which is just a drop in the
bucket, just as a grain of sand on the seashore, as compared
with the enormous sum of $6,000,000 of which he was talking
Saturday. Then he showed a strong disposition to change the
plan of making Indian appropriations from reimbursable ap-
propriations to gratuity appropriations. Then we were making
reimbursable appropriations and he was strong for gratuity
appropriations. Now this is a proposition to vote money di-
rectly out of the United States Treasury for the benefit of
Indians. This would be a good beginning for him, a gratuity
appropriation of just $1,000 instead of $6,000,000, and I feel
sure of his very hearty support. Let him begin now to show
his willingness to vote gratuity appropriations to Indians, This
is a good time. Here is a good chance,

AMr. GRONNA. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. MYERS. I yield with great pleasure.

Mr. GRONNA. The Senator from Montana, I am quite sure,
will remember that there were others who asked for appropri-
ations like this.

Mr. MYERS. I do not remember any others.

« Mr. GRONNA. It was suggested by other members of the
committee that it was an exceedingly dangerous proposition to
begin.

Mr. MYERS. 1 care not what was suggested ; the committee
recommended the amendment or it would not now be in the
bill and before the Senate.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from Vermont?

Mr. MYERS. With great pleasure.

Mr. PAGE. I want to take but a moment of time to read
what I said at the time we were discussing this matter before
the committee. -

Mr, MYERS. No; I was talking of what the Senator said
Saturday, on the floor of the Senate, in debating the amendment
for an appropriation for the Flathead reclamation project. It
was that occasion to which I referred.

Mr. PAGE. That is right; but I am speaking about what I
said in committee.

Mr. MYERS. All right.

Mr. PAGE (reading) :

Senator Pace. I would like to say that I would not let the Senator
from Montana say anything more than I can in regard to the beneficial
results from competition at State and county fairs; but we seem to be
entering upon a field here that I think we do not see the end of. If
there is any reason why we should build a building for this county fair
and should say It is a county and not a State fair, then why should
we not open the doors wide and put up a building in every county in
the Unlon where there are Indians?

That is my objection to this feature of the bill. T do not see
any reason why we should make any exception of a State fair
or county fair in Montana,

I stated further:

If we are going to enter upon that plan of conatructlnf buildings for
the Indians everywhere, Bﬂ!&i amen ; let us do it, but think we are

I
opening the door here to bulldings that will be legion in number if we
com.l:me to bulld these bt:lldlnss ln_a.ll parts 2! the Unir_.ed Btates,‘

1 dislike to announce that I shall have to make a point of order on
items of this kind, but if this item is put in I notify the committee I
will make a point of order on it.°

I feel that this is one of the worst pieces of legislation that
we could adopt here, because any Senator who is on the Com-
mittee on Indian Affalrs knows that from beginning to end
there is one continuous application for funds for such purposes
as this; and the only way we can stop such onslaughts is to
refuse to establish the precedent, and then by saying that,
unless we have a precedent, we shall not enter upon this kind
of legislation. The item is small; I do not like to take up the
time of the Senate in opposing it, but here is an item that is a
beginning. I asked distinctly of the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs if he had a precedent, and, if I remember correctly, he
stated there might be some precedent, but he did not cite any.
I still insist that we are entering upon a very dangerous class
of legislation when we undertake to make appropriations for
such purposes.

Mr. MYERS. This is one of the very meritorious items.

Mr, SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I want to ask the Sen-
ator from Montana whether he is in favor of a general policy
which will result in appropriating money for holding these
Indian exhibits in all of the States where Indian reservations
are to be found?

Mr. MYERS. I think it would be money well spent to expend
$1,000 of Government funds on each Indian reservation in the
United States where the lands have been allotted to the Indians,
where the Indians have been thrown on their own resources,
and where it is necessary to teach them to become farmers.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. How large an expenditure would that
amount to per annum?

{Mr. MYERS. I do not suppose there are over a dozen such
Indian reservations in the United States, so the expenditure
would be approximately $12,000 a year.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There are more than a dozen places
where Indians are engaged in farming upon their lands.

Mr. MYERS. I said Indian reservations, where the lands have
been allotted to the Indians, where they are on their own
resources, and are required to make a living on their own land.
There is one reservation of that kind in Montana, and I doubt if
there are more than three or four in the entire Union.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But this is not confined to Indian
reservations. It says:

For the erection of a bullding for the display of Indian exhibits upon
the falr grounds.

Mr. MYERS. It refers to the Flathead Indians, on the Flat-
head Reservation, in Montana.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Oh, no; it is a separate item, wholly
independent of the Flathead Reservation or of any other
reservation.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. ;

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to call the attention of the Sen-

ator to the fact that this is an appropriation for the purpose of
constructing a building. :
Mr., SUTHERLAND. Yes.
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Mr. NORRIS. There would have to be an additional appro- | Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I raised the point of order
priation to make the display. This sum appropriated | this amendment because T thought it be defeated,

would be expended in the construction of the building for a
State fair association in Montana. Has that occurred to the
Senator from Utah? None of this money could be used to make
a display of the exhibit, but the appropriation is simply for
the erection of the building, so that an exhibit could be made if
they could get the money for that purpose otherwise and bring
the exhibit to the building.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I can foresee that if we
enter upon this policy nobody can tell how much money we are
going to appropriate hereafter, and I think we would hesitate if a
general bill were brought in here providing for the expenditure
of a thousand dollars in each of the States or, perhaps, in each
of the counties in the western couniry where Indians are en-
guged in farming. I think we would hesitate a long time before
we would accede te a general policy of that kind.

This is a small appropriation; but if we adopt it it is the be-
ginming of a very large expenditure hereafter and for pur-
poses which are not of a governmental -character in any sense
of the word.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I think the chief objection
to this proposition consists in what was just stated by the Sen-
ator from Mentana [Mr. Myess]. It is a mere grain of sand
out of a numwber on the seashore, and it can not stop with the
Indians either, because if you once start the idea that you are
to erect bnildings to .carry on county or State fairs—fairs on
Indian reservations which are on an egual footing with county or
State fairs—you have to go further.

The Senator from Vermont TMr. Page] said that it might ex-
tend to every part of the country where there are Indians. Sup-
pose it does. Shall it stop there? What is the matter with
the white folk? If you are going to create emulation in agrienl-
ture by having the Federal Government construct buildings for
the purpose of making better agrieultural exhibits, why are you
going to confine it to any one race upon the territory of the
United States?

AMr. MYERS. I should like to answer that question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
sissippi yield to the Senator from Montana®

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait one second, and I shall do so. Why
should the Indians, or why should the darkeys, or why should
anybody else possess any peculiar advantage over the white
people of the country?

Mr. MYERS. Because the Indians are the wards of the Gov-
ernment, and the white people are not.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Ah, the Indians arve considered the wards
of the Government, and the -darkeys have been considered the
wards of the Government, and nearly everybody except white
people has been considered a ward of the Government; but even
being a ward does not entitle the guardian to take away from
somebody else to whom it belongs a certain amount of money
for advancing fhe interests of the ward. It only entitles the
guardian to spend the ‘ward's meney in the manner most highly
beneficial to the ward.

It is true that this particular gunrdian, the United Btates,
has misspent a whole lot of these particular wards’ money; it
has misused it—misappropriated fit; it has thown it away, and
has kept bad faith time after time, and agnin and again; but
that does not affect the fact that the -only duty of a guardian is
to use the ward’s meney for the benefit of the ward.

Now, the Senator from Montana tells us that these people
are already so well advanced—or rather the Senator from Mon-
tana did not tell us that, but he read a letter from the Secretary
of the Interier, the Hon. Fravklin K. Lane, which told us that
these people were already so far advanced out there that they
had taken prize after prize over the white farmers in their
neighborhood., Well, then, if that be trme, and the object of
this appropriation be to better farming, we should try to better
the white man’s farming ount in that country and let the under
dog have a show.

It seems to me, Mr. President, that we can not afford to take
the first step which would carry us inte that field of reserva-
tion and county and State fairs. We have already taken steps
carrying us eut into the field of nationnl Tairs, as we call them.
I voted against every one of them; I never voted for one in my
life. I can not conceive of the authority resting in the Fed-
erdl ‘Government to carry on a fair of any description. There
was, however, some glamor around the word *“mnational,”
spelled with a great big “N,” but there is no glamor about
the word “ reservation ™ spelled with a big “ R,” or the word
“ county " spelled with a big “C,” or the word “State™ spelled
with a big “8.” I think the right place te stop this thing is
the place where you stop a trip in the wreng direction, and
that is just before you start out.

I hope that the Senate will vote it down.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is fthe demand for the yeas
and nays on this amendment seconded?

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

The amendment was rejected.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment
of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, on page 58, after line
20, to insert:

For the improvement and maintenance for bathing 1 the
Camas Hot 8 Ca El.nguﬂ fnd:lan
Reservation, Mont.,, said bathing privile
but all other persons shall pay as
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and for the employment of 2 care-
taker at such annunl salary &s may be fixed by said Commissioner of
Indian Affairs, $5,000.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I raise the point of order that
that amendment is not germane to the bill.

Mr. MYERS. The amendment rests on the same basis as
the preceding amendment, and that amendment was decided to
be germane. ;

Mr. ASHURST. I raise the point of order that the point of
order is not debatable.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the ques-
tion up to the Senate,

Mr. MYERS. Might I speak a word in reply to the Senator
from Kansas? : s

Mr. CLARK -of Wyeming. Regular order!

Mr. MYERS. I merely want to say a word.

Mr, CURTIS. I have made the point of order, and it is not
debatable. =

Mr. MYERS., I want to ask a guestion of the Senator from
Kansas. :

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Regular order, Mr. President.

Mr. MYERS. I wish te ask the Senator from Kansas if he
does not think it rather unfair to cut off debate on a point of
order like this?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called for.
The question is as to whether or mot the mmendment is germane.
[Putting the question.] The “ noes” seem to have it.

Mr. MYERS. I ask for a division. This amendment is just as
germane is was the other amendment.

The guestion being put, on a division the amendment was de-
cided to be not germane to the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. What became of the amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was decided to be not ger-
mane, and went eut,

Mr, HITCHCOCK., Mr, President, I move the adoption of the
amendment which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the
committee amendment in the paragraph will have to be first
considered.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I understood the committee amendment
had been agreed to.

Mr. CURTIS. We are only considering committee amend-
ments at this time.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. T desire to say that T have the consent of
the chairman of the commnittee fo offer this amendment as an
amendment to the commiitee amendment. It has been con-
sidered by the Indian Bureau.

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska woffer his amendment as an amendment in lien of the
commitiee amendment?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Ne; but to add it at the end of the para-
graph, in line 10, after the figures “ I

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that we
have not reached that point in the bill.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
under the head of “ Nebrasgka,” on page 59, line 5, to ¢hange the
number of the section from 11 to 12, and in line 8, after the
word * improvements,” to strike out “$5,000” and insert
* $10,000,” so as to read:

t and edueation of 400 Indian pupils at the Indlan

school at Genoa, Nebr., incl pay of superintendent, $68,800; for

general repairs and improvements, $10,000; for new bollers at power

f‘!;nt. extension of lighting system and of water and sewer main, and
construction of septic tank, $10,800.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. President, my amendment fol-
lows, in line 10. It is an amendment which has been accepted
by the chairman of the committee.

The PRESIDING OFFICHER. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. In line 10, after the figures “§10,800,” it is
proposed to insert:
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For snitable employees’ quarters for physician, principal teacher, and
clerks, $7,600,

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
the amendment.

My, SMOOT. Mr, President, I should like to have the Senator
offering the amendment explain why the appropriation of $7,000
provided for is asked?

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I can do so perhaps best in the language
of the Acting Secretary of the Interior, whose letter on the
subject reads as follows:

The second proposed amendment provides $7,000 for employees’
quarters. The Genoa school has no suitable quarters for its prineipal
teacher. At present he occupies a small, poorly ventilated room in
the acndemic building., Adequate quarters for the principal teacher
are badly necded.

For many years this school has had contract physicians. TUnder this
plan the physician lives in town and has an extensive practice there.
Consequently, he gives com{:mmtiveiy little time to school work. A
resident physician 18 needed who, in addition to treating pupils who
are ill, will give lectures, aid in the inspection of bulldings and pupils,
and attend to sanitation of the school. A resident physleian can not
be employed until sultable quarters are provided. Unmarried employees
at the Genoa school are comfortably provided for as to guarters, but
married employees are not so well cared for.

Mr. SMOOT. I thought from the reading of the amendment,
Mr. President, that it only applied to the erection of a building
for the superintendent. I now understand that not omly is it
supposed to provide for the superintendent but also for the
resident physician and other employees of the school?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska.

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have another amendment, which is in
the nature of an emergency amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator desist one
moment? The Chair is informed that the total should be cor-
rected.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. T should like to have the change in the
total wait until I propose another amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. VYery well.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer the amendment which I send to
the desk, to follow the one just agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. Following the amendment just agreed to,
it is proposed to insert:

For the purpose of making necessary repairs on the Government
bridge across the Niobrara River near Niobrara, Nebr.; also to recon-
stroct one span of 90 feet over the back channel of the Niobrara River
at the same point, the sum of $6,500; sald sum to be expended under
the direction of the Secretary ¢f the Interior.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will say by way of explanation that
this is necessary because the two spans of the bridge have just
been washed out, so that the accident occurred too late to have
the matter of repairs considered when the pending bill was
in committee. This is a Government bridge between the Santee
Reservation and the Ponea Reservation.

Mr. ASHURST. And it is on a reservation?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is on a reservation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr, President, it will be necessary

to change the total figure so as to read $103,100.
*  The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SEcreTAry. On page 59, line 11, the committee have re-
ported an amendment, to strike ont ** $84,600 " and insert “ $89,-
600.” It is now proposed to insert “ $103,100 " in lieu of * $89,-
600.” ;
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The anmendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. BROUSSARD and Mr. NORRIS addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana
has been recognized.

AMr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that
I feel compelled to take the floor at this moment to interrupt
the speeding of the Indian appropriation bill, which my friend
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs has been doing,
especially as I am a member of the Military Affairs Committee,
and the members of that committee appreciate his efforts to dis-
posc of the appropriation bill to-day so as to permit the im-
portant Army reorganization bill to be taken up to-morrow.

My, NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Louisiana
yvield to me? 5

The question is on agreeing to

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisl-
ana yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. I merely desire to offer an amendment apply-
ing to the particular paragraph of the appropriation bill just
under consideration. I do not think it will excite any discus-
sion. The committee has already approved it.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will yield with the understanding that
I may proceed immediately after the matter is disposed of.

Mr. NORRIS. It seemed to me that while we were on this
particular paragraph it would be well to finish it.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington
will state his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. JONES. I inquire if general amendments are in order
as we proceed with the bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that only
committee amendments were in order at this time.

Mr. JONES. That is what I understood, that we were simply
reading the bill for committee amendments at the present time.

Mr. NORRIS. We have just agreed to two amendments that
were not committee amendments,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is true; but it is contrary
to the agreement.

Mr. JONES. I have no objection; but I have some amend-
ments to offer, and I desired to know what course was being
pursued.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that, by
unanimous consent, it was agreed that amendments of the com-
mittee should first be considered.

Mr. NORRIS. The amendment to which I have referred has
the approval of the committee; it is a report of the committee,
It is in the shape of a bill on the calendar, unanimously reported
by the committee, and in that sense is, in fact, as much a com-
mittee amendment as were either of the two amendments which
have just been adopted.

Tl;e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire action
now

Mr. NORRIS,
posed of.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 59, after line 11, it is proposed to
insert the following : .

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized,
in his discretion, to approve the assessments, together with maps show-
Ing right of way and definite locatlon of proposed drainage ditches to
be made under the laws of the State of Nebraska upon the allotments
of certain Omaha and Winnebago Indians in Wakefield drainage district,
in Dixon, Wayne, and Thurston Countles in Nebraska.

That the Becretary of the Interlor be, and he Is hereby, authorized
to pay the amount asse nst each of said aliotmen{s: Provided,
That said assessment shall not exceed $10 per acre on any allotment or
portion thereof ; and there is hereby appmﬁgsted for said purpose, out
of nggomoney in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
30, , to be immediately available, the said sum to be reimbursable

om the rentals of sald allotments, not to exceed 53 r cent of the
amount of rents received annually, or from any funds belonging to
the said allottees, in the discretion of the SBecretary of the Interior.

That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized,
in his discretion, to approve deeds for right of way from such said
allottees or their heirs ag may be necessary to permit the construction
and maintenance of sald drainage ditch upon the payment of adequate
damages therefor,

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to approve
the assessments upon all other restricted allotments located within any
gl‘ﬂ osedl drainage dlstrict located and made under the laws of the

tate of Nebraska.

That in the event any allottees shall receive a patent in fee to any
allotment of land in any lawfully constituted drainage district within
the Btate of Nebraska before the United States shall have been wholl
reimbursed as herein provided, the amount remaining unpald shall
become a first lien on such allotment, and the fact of such lien shall be
recited on the face of each patent in fee issued and the amount of the
lien set forth thereon, and the receipt of the Secretary of the Interior,
or of the officer, agent, or employee duly authorized by him for that
purpose, for the payment of the amount assessed aguins any allotment
as herein provided shall, when duly, recorded by the recorder of deeds
in tﬁh‘iim“u‘ wherein the land is ocated, operate as a satisfaction of
suc en.

That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to perform
any and all acts and to make such rules and regulations as may be
necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying these provisions into
full force and effect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WapsworTH in the
chair). The question is on the amendment offered by the Sen-
ator from Nebraska. <

The amendment was agreed to.

THE SUGAR INDUSTRY.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I had intended to have
the Secretary read excerpts from an article published in the
New Orleans Daily States of recent date, but, as there are por-
tions of the article which are not germane to the matter, which
I desire to discuss, I shall read the excerpts myself. I quote

I should like to have the amendment dis-
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from the New Orleans Daily States of date March 17 of this
year:
[By Arthur Ball (stafl special to the States).]
La li'amm, La., Hﬂrﬂk 15, IBIG.

- = -
“Iamnn& agjxtrorllrEw "snidBenntorBANmm.. "Heis
well able to e care of himself. t I must tell you men, the men to

whom 1 know to be interested in the sugar ind: , of the work of
Robert E in of sufar You all must reeol
to free sugar. I\e\er have I gone through such a tg: as tlnt 1n

which the sugar tariff I!iht was waged; and I ho t I never a
th:oug another such period.

shall have to go fought against
sugar, but I could not

“When I saw that we faoml defeat in that t Isu
other opponents of free sugar that we should bring to
one man who could do more for the sugar induw tlmn all the
ana delegation combined—that man was Robert viously
had arran an interview with the President for Smator OUSSARD
and myself. That interview lasted 15 minutes—15 miputes was all the
time that we Lo Senators could obtain to state our case to the
President.

“ But T knew that Robert Ewing, the greatest Wilson man in Louisi-
ana before Democratic nominating convention, the leader of the
Wilson forees in Louisiana after the convention, a member of the Wil-
BON cam committee of 15, the friend of Postmaster Gen-
eral Bur n.whotsanauthirw 's chief political advisers, could

do more than we,

“And Robert Ewing came at our call, He stayed there in Wash-
ington for weeks at his own expense, was in constant conference with
the leaders of both sides of the ar-tariff fight.

I seen o man work more earnestly for a cause than did
for Louislana's s 1nt1ustr’y He worked so earnestly that he assum
the chance of placing himself In bad odor with his pa

“Then the ecry for free sugar became louder. Ewing xi]eadzd for
time ; he e President to preserve the tariff for a
vears. Just tore the Underw tarlf bill went to the Benate the
President called Senator BROUSSARD, Mr. Ewing. and mysell into con-
ference, We three pleaded with the President for a three-year exten-
slon of the tariff, but could not move him. BSenator BroUssarp and
myself left, and Mr. Ewing r ned behind with th %
next day the tariff bill came out with the three-y
it is an act of justice to say that but tor the efforts of Ewing,
the man whe has been most maligned in this gubernatorial campaign,
sugar to-day would be upon the free list.”

L L] - Ll L L -

FraxELIN, March 16.

“ Benator J. B, RANSDELL spoke to a 'l and enthusiastic audience
here Tuesday night. Xx-SBenator lulul:];b):n{1 Foster presided over the
rneeti.ug On the sugar question Benator ANSDELL said:

“When the sugar %{;ht came on all of the true friends of the in-
dustr, d‘ of Louislana feit that the fight had mm fort.h and that s
wonld be placed on the free list. The Hon. . Foster was dolng
all that he could. I was doln best, n.ud it vms decided in a con-
ference that the one man in uisiana that could do more for sugar
thun anyone else was Ruhert Ewing, of the city of New Orleans.

“1 made the original n that he be sent for, and in response
to onr appeal he came to s,shlngtou at once. Mr. Ewing had led the
fight for Woodrow Wilson at the Baltimore convention. He had
worked for the nomination of Mr. Wilson, and after the nomination
Mur. ]-‘\lvlns was one of thé committee of fifteen who had charge of his
i:mnpa gn.

‘Mr. Ewlng was also very close to Postmaster General Burleson, who
was one of ihe most influential members of the Cabinet.

“1 ean testify that no man worked more enthuaiastiully and un-
selﬂshly tjm.n Robert Ewing for the cause of suga

“ He asked and worked a rensonable dngato be retained on sugar,
and did his utmost to secure it. he appealed to Presi-
dent Wilson to comsent that the plm.-ing of sugar on the free list be
delayed for a od of seven years. It was finally agreed to give them
three years of grace.

“your distinguished ex-Senator was there doing his utmost, and I
was working with him. It was splendid team work; but if one man
more than another was a leader in that fight, it was Robert Ewing, of
!\pw Orleans,

*To Hobert Ew more than to any otber man in the Btate of
Louisiana the sugar nr.m owe the thm ' extension of the sugar
tariff. I am no a olog!st for Mr.
himseif, but in simple justice to him " must tell you that the sugar

e third congressional district owe Mr. Ewing a& debt -of
eternal gmtltude for the ﬂzht he made for them at Washington.
ht that Mr. E made at Wash on almost estranged
him from own party, but mavertheless he e It honestly and sin-
ceraly.

* Mr. Ewing remained in Washington daring the entire time that the
sugar question was under consideration, and lm% the very
urgent offer of the nﬁ:r le to pu his he re to t

expenses
even that much for ces, not mly giving his time and ta!ent
ses.”

OWD exX|

or Foster, before the mgm.rmed said that in simple
:lustice he wished to confirm the stntemen made by Senator RANSDELL,
and that he wished to state uhlldy what he had frequentl ted in
private conversation, that Ewing worked night and in the
cause of the sugar indus%o this Btate on that oceasion, that he
also agreed with Senator RANSDELL in his statement that it was ln.rxely,
if not entirely, due to the work of Mr. Ewing that t the three years’ exten-
gion was inserted in the tariff bill"” -

Years devoted to the public service have taught me that no
matter what may be the rectitude of one's course, one is sure at
times to be misunderstood by well-meaning men and to be misrep-
resented by men of evil mind.

- have had my share of both these experiences, and, indeed,
probably all men who have long served in a public capacity have
met with the same fate. To be misrepresented, to have facts
distorted, situations enlarged or minimized for selfish, malicious,
or misguided purposes, is doubtless the price paid by those who
occupy positions of trust. I have long since made it a rule to

ikington the
on
Louisi-

Neva' before have |
Robert

pay little or no attention to criticisms, no matter how unfair or
unjust, believing that if one sort of criti , unjustly applied,
required a reply, all criticisms must lead to the same course.

But, Mr. President, the quotation which has just been read
wasutwedbyaMmberotmisbodymdpubuahedinanm
paper owned and edited by the very individual whom he wished
to praise and whose publications regarding myself hav.
years been directed toward misrepresenting my poaa[= 0
public questions, ecriticizing my course in public
which have been intended to destroy my usefulness a8 a public

servant.
I feel that this is an unusual sitnation and that my duty,
much to myself as to the people whom the Senator a dresse%
who have honored me with unopposed election to the
Representatives for 18 years, and who have elped 80 mnt:erlal y
to promote me to my present position as a Member of this 5
demands this course. The men to whom the Senator a

himself are my friends and neighbors, one and all. ey have
known me from early childhood. A large portion of them are
related to me by either blood or marriage. Their faith and
trust in me have been abundantly prowv and the name
which I have built up among them for truth and loyal  to their
interests is possibly the only thing in which I have grown richer
with the years of my service in Congress.

These statements made by the Senator are at u  variance
with what I have told them. .If the Senator's sta ts be
correct, then I am placed in the attitude of hnvin}' both
deceitful and disloyal toward them in return for con:ﬂﬂ-ce and
faith reposed in me by them. I can not %ﬂmﬁh}
at the same time occupying a position of em ent and
humiliation; but more, I can not remain si t without permit-
ting them to be deceived as to those inimi agluthgonistle
to their dominant interest.

My relations with my colleague [Senator RANspELL], covering
a long association in the other branch Congress, have been
such that I regret beyond the possibility of expression that I am
compelled to take issue with him upon any question mwhere,
and more especially in this Chamber. From the bottomi of my
heart I wish some other course were open to me or t a com-
manding duty both to myself and to the people of Louisiana
permitted me to remain silent.

My colleague recently returned from a tour of camppaigning
in Louisiana. So far as the papers have advised me, his efforts
were addressed to the voters of the third congressional distriet
of that State, the district I had for a long time the honor to
represent in the House before becoming a Member of this body.
About the time of his return the New Orleans States, an evening
publication of the city of New Orledns, owned and edited by
Robert Ewing, Louisiana Democratic national committeeman,
reached me, containing a summary of the accounts of two meet-
ings addressed by the Senator which I have just read.

I did not believe that the statements could be made by the
Senator, and therefore withheld comment on them until I
ghould, in justice to him, verify their correctness. At the first
opportunity I submitted the newspaper account of the speeches
to the Senator, requesting him'to read it, and to inform me
whether he was correctly reported. He 1n:rormed me that he
had read the statements and that he was correctly reported.
True, that night he telephoned me to say that after rerending
the report of his statements at Lafayette and Franklin in the
Daily States he had found that he had been incorrectly quoted
in two minor instances. I replied that his statements as re-
ported were unwarranted and unjust, and I repeated to him my
statement of the morning that it was my purpose to refute
them in justice to myself, and as a warning to those who had
read them; that these statements had received large circula-
tion, and that his correcting any part of them fo me over t
telephone did not correct the evil of which I complained wi
regard to them, and could not remedy the evil unless given the
same publicity which the statements themselves had received.
1 have waited a reasonable time to make this statement on the
floor of the Senate, in order that proper correction might be
made by the Senator. No such correction has been made, but
on the contrary the offense is aggravated by the publication,
in the same paper, of a stenographic report of the Senator’s
speech at Thibodaux, in which, substantially, the Senator re-
peats these statements. I have therefore concluded that I could
not abstain longer from correcting the impression which these
statements have made upon the people whose attention has been
called to them by their publication.

This explains the necessity for my trespass upon the fime and
the patience of the Senate in order that I mlght discuss the
verity of the statements.

I need not state to my colleagues on this floor that in a publie
service of 19 years in Congress I have left behind me in Loui-
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siana my fair share of political enemies. All of us, doubtless,
have accumulated these in any course of long service, and many
of us are rather proud of our accomplishments in that direc-
tion. I ecan truthfully say that the crop which I have raised
during my service gives me little concern on the ene hand and,
on the other, at times it is helpful. When these enemies can
all be located, acting in unison upon a given guestion, I find
little difficulty in determining the course that I should pursue.

Now, we all know that this has been an exceptionally impor-
tant session of Congress. There has not been a day when any-
one could foresee what the next day would bring forth. The
President himself used a similar expression even long before
the German controversy became acute, and before it became
necessary for us to exert the arm of the military to protect
American lives on American territory on the Mexican border.

I shall not now speak of the many vitally important matters
to Louisiana that are pending at one or the other end of this
Capitol. I need but say that as a member of the Military
Affairs Committee in its efforts fo reorganize the Army and
to prepare for our country’s defense, I have not found it pos-
sible to absent myself from the Capital at any time since the
convening of Congress. My political enemies, great tacticians
in the art of political maneuvers, have not been slow to take
advantage of this situation. Claiming, on the one hand, an
overwhelming victory for the Democratic ticket, persistent ef-
forts have been made by them to ¢omipel me to abandon my
duties here in order to take part in the pending campaign.
The quoted statements from the Senator’s speeches in my old
_ district are, in my judgment, part of this plan. A simple quo-

tation from the Senator’s speech at Lafayette will describe the
claims being made for the ticket:

*1 believe that this is a Democratic andience and will agree with me,

“ -‘:'E.Et‘?fnéﬁ‘;i! :i?ma b 8 E'il:iad friend '!nthtﬁes::gt’:? Teplied quickl
“We had an election in Lou!ﬁtanya on Jﬁnuary 25, andmol:lt of a ﬁ{
sible 142,000 voters 114,000 declared this State to be Democratic. d
I know that most of those 114,000 men are honorable. They will not
repudiate the Democratic Party after having lputldpated in its pri-
maries, [ have been running for office nearly all of my life, and I know
that honesty is the best policy in politics as it is in business.”

I have courteously deelined to leave my duties here to join in
speech making in Louisiana during these critical days to our
Nation ; and, notwithstanding this overwhelming estimate of the
Senator’s, I find my enemies busy by every device to harass
and embarrass e in this attitude. I have discussed this situa-
tion with the Senators who have control of this legislation in
the Senate and who are aware of the work in which I am en-
gaged, and they have urged me to remain here. Assuming, as
I must, that my duty to myself and to the people of Louisiana
require that I take cognizance of the Senator’s statements, and
realizing my inability to go to Louisiana to refute them, I see
no way of correcting them other than in the manner I am pur-
suing.

Let us analyze the Senator’s statements. At Lafayette the
Senator said:

I had previously arranged an interview with the President for
Senator Broussarp and myself. That Interview lasted 15 minutes—

15 minutes was all the time that we, the Louisiana Senators, could
obtain to state our case to the President.

That statement is not true.

In the first place the instance to which the Senator refers
occurred in the first part of April, 1913. At that time I was
not Senator, but I was a Member of the House of Representa-

tives, representing the people of the very district the Senator

was addressing.

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WapsworTH in the chair).
Does the Senator from Louisiana yield to his colleague?

My, BROUSSARD. Certainly; I yield.

Mr. RANSDELL. I should like to ask the Senator if I did
not tell him on the night of the 21st instant, when I spoke to
him, that T had read that interview very hastily on the train

in Louisiana, and when I read it over carefully after he spoke’

to me on the floor of the Senate I noticed that it stated there
had been an interview between the President, himself, and my-
self, and that this statement was an error; that the interview
referred to had been between the President, ex-Senator Foster,
and myself? Did I not explain that to the Senator?

Mr, BROUSSARD. Is that the Senator’s question?

Mr. RANSDELL. That is my question.

Mr. BROUSSARD. The Senator did say that; and I called
the attention of the Senator at the time to the fact that he
could not go into Louisiana and secure the publication through-
out the State of a statement that was not correct, and then
correct it at night over the telephone to me; that he had to give
the correction the same publicity that his statement had been

given in the State of Louisiana through the papers that quoted
him. :
I wanted to be fair to the Senator. I submitted this state-
ment to him, and asked him to read it and to correct it before
I took any position; and the Senator glanced at it, said he had
read it, and that he was correctly reported.

Mr. RANSDELL. That occurred on the floor of the Sénate,
did it not, when I was quite busy? That afterncon I read it
carefully and called my colleague’s attention to the fact that it
contained misstatements in two particulars.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Oh, well, yes; it occurred upon the floor
of the Senate; but I had gone to the Senator and told him that
I intended to refute these statements in some way unless he
told me that he was not correctly reported.

Mr, RANSDELL. Now I wish to ask the Senator

Mr. BROUSSARD. I do not want to engage in any contro-
versy at this time.

Mr. RANSDELL. I am not going to do that.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisi-
ana further yleld to his colleague?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I do. I want to give the Senator every
opportunity. I have given him that opportunity and waited a
week to see the publication, because any correction that the
Senator might have.made had to be sent to New Orleans, and
then the paper had to be published and come back here. I
have waited ample time for the Senator to correct not only this
unimportant thing, but the important parts of this statement,
which do me an injustice and do the people of the State an
injustice, ’

Mr. RANSDELL. I wish again to ask the Senator if I did
not specifically say to him that night—the 21st instant—that the
reported interview was incorrect in using his name when it
should have used ex-Senator Foster’s name; and if I did not
tell him that I had not had any interview with him in connec-
tion with President Wilson, when ¢nly 15 minutes’ time was
given us, but the interview I referred to was between ex-Senator
Foster, the President, and myself, when we were given 15
minutes? T stated that to the Senator, did I not?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Oh, yes, Mr. President; and I called my
colleague’s attention to the fact that if he made any corrections
they should be given the same publicity that the statement had
received, since I was being criticized upon this question and
I conceived it to be my duty to remain here and attend to the
public business,

Mr. RANSDELL. I should like to ask the Senator if I did
not also tell him at the same time that the reported interview
quoted me incorrectly in saying that Mr. Ewing had more in-
fluence than all the Members of Congress combined?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will reach that point in a moment.

Mr. RANSDELL. That I had said that he had more influ-
ence than any other one man?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I want to submit to the Senator whether
it is fair for him to go to Louisiana and in a public speech
charge that two United States Senators here in Washington
and eight Members of the House from that State had less influ-
ence than the national committeeman, and then come over at
night and telephone me that he was misguoted in that paper,
and make no effort to correct the impression that he had left
behind in Louisiana? I ask him if he conceives that to be an
adequate explanation of being misquoted?

Mr. RANSDELL. Did I not tell the Senator at the same
time——

Mr. BROUSSARD. Well, Mr. President——

Mr. RANSDELL (continuing). That the interview from
Franklin——

Mr. BROUSSARD. I decline to yield further for a question
on that point. I do not deny and I have already stated that
the Senator rang me over the telephone and corrected two state-
ments with regard to that publication, and that I informed him
that those corrections should be given the same publicity that
the statements themselves had received. There is no necessity
for having any discussion about that matter. I do not deny
that the Senator said that. To the contrary, I said that he ad-
mitted having been misquoted, but he declined to pursue the
course which I would have pursued if my attention had been
called to a misstatement that did injury to anyone.

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr, President, will the Senator permit
He—-—

Mr. BROUSSARD. I decline to yield further upon that point.

Mr. RANSDELL. It is not on that point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator decline to
yield?

Mr. BROUSSARD. No; I yield if it is on some other point.

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator has two interviews before him
there, in the same paper, and one of them is from Franklin,
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Did I not tell the Senator that the Franklin interview was
correct and the one from La Fayette was incorrect?

Mr. BROUSSARD. These are not interviews, Mr. President.
They are speeches delivered by the Senator.

Mr. RANSDELL. Will not the Senator state whether I told
him that the Franklin notice was correct and the La Fayette
one was incorrect?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Yes; and the Franklin notice is no more
correct than the La Fayette one, as I will prove.

Mr. RANSDELL. All right.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Nor had the Senator made any such en-
gagement for me with the President; nor had I gone with him
to see the President for 15 minutes or for any other period of
time, The Senator should not belittle me, no matter what spirit
possessed him to humble himself, that by contrast he might ele-
vate the national committeeman, Robert Ewing, in the eyes of
the audience which he was addressing. ’

At La Fayette the Senator said:

“ Just before the Underwood tariff bill went to the Senate, the Presi-
dent called Senator Broussarp, Mr. Ewing, and myself into conference.
We three pleaded with the President for a three-year extension of the
tariff, but could not move him., Senator Brorssanp and myself left,
and Mr. Ewing remained behind with the President, The next day the
tariff Lill came out with the three-years' clause. I think it an act of
justice to say that but for the efforts of Robert Ewing, the man who
has Leem most maligned in this gubernational campaign, sugar to-day
would be on the free list.” '

" This statement, like the one first quoted, is also untrue. The

bill was pending at the time before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee and the report of that committee was not to the Senate
but to the House, nor was its report made “the next day.”
The visit to the President referred to by the Senator was on
April 5, 1918, The report of the Ways and Means Committee
wis made to the House on:April 21, or 16 days later than the
Senator says. Nor did Senator Thornton, the collengue of Sen-
ator IRAxspELL, visit the President that day or any other day
with Senator IRANSDELL, or alone or with anyone else. To sub-
stantiate this statement I guote Senator Thornton's testimony
to the Senate Lobby Investigating Committee, page 967—
speaking of the alleged visit of the Louisiana Senators to see
the President:

Senator THORNTON., Pardon me, Mr. Chairman,
Senators had been to see him-—I have never seen
subject.

There were many men from Louisiana in conference with us
at that time—men engaged in the cultivation of sugar cane and
in the manufacture of sugar. At n conference on the day to

_which the Senator refers it was decided that the Senator and
the national committeeman should seek an audience with the
President and present additional matters for his consideration,
with a view of avoiding the pending ruin of our leading indus-
try. Senator Thornton was in Louisiana and did not attend the
conference. The appointment for them was made with the
President for 8 o'clock that evening. Tired and worried over
the arduons work which we were doing, as soon as the confer-
ence dispersed I repaired to my office in the House Office
Building. Finding my secretary absent and with a view of
eating dinner guietly, I went to the Powhatan Hotel, and there
my secretary found me and informed me that the President
hal several times telephoned for me, saying that he wanted to
coe me at once. At the Powhatan I had met the Senator and
the national committeeman, who had invited me to dine with
them, My secretary and I repaired at once to the telephone,
and he immediately secured connection with the President in
person.
he had been trying to reach me since 4 o'clock, and that he
wanted to see me as soon as possible. T told him that I under-
stood he had an appointment with the Senator and the national
committeeman for 8 o'clock; that it was then T o’clock; that I
was not only very tired but extremely hungry, as I had not
eaten anything since early morning. I closed by saying that
if ngreeable to him I would eat my dinner, which had already
been ordered, and would call in company with the Senator and
the national committeemun. Together we three reached the
President’s office at 8 o'clock, and he was awaiting us. We
discussed the matter in hand quite at length. I do not care to,
nor is it necessary that I should at this time, relate any of
the particulars of our discussion. At 50 minutes after 8, the
President remarked the hour and said that he had an appoint-
ment with Congressman UxpeErwoop, then chairman of the
Ways and Means Committee, for 9 o'clock, and as he arose we
also arose and moved toward the door.

The President not having had the opportunity to speak to me
about the matter which he had in mind, and about which he
had been telephoning me since 4 o'clock, came up to me and
requested me to remain a moment; and while the Senator and

ou =aid that the
r. Wilson on the

Upon taking the phone the President informed me that

the national committeeman moved out of the room and down-
stairs I remained to talk over with the President the mattes
about which he was anxious to see me. This will explain why
it was I, and not the national committeeman, who was re-
guested to remain to speak with the President when the con-
ference was ended. 1t must have been 9 o'clock when the
President and I parted and I went downstairs to join the Sen-
ator and the national committeeman. And as we walked out
of the front door of the White House we met and stopped and
shook hands with Congressman UxpErwoop on his way to keep
his appointment with the President. It is not true, therefore,
that *“the President called Senator Broussarp, Mr. Ewing,
and myself [the Senator]| into conference.” Nor had Mr.
Ewing remained to talk with the President while the Senator
and I moved away, as the Senator says. It was I who remained
to speak with the President of the matter which he had in
mind and about which he had telephoned me, I have a most
distinet and vivid recollection of the fact, as I have of every
faet that transpired at that conference. The President had
not had the opportunity to speak to me until the other two had
left the room, and it was for that reason that he detained me
and permitted the Senator and the national committeeman to
withdraw from his presence. This was the last visit which I
have had the honor to pay the President, and I can not be
mistaken with regard to the circumstances I relate, If, there-
fore, the Senator means to convey the idea—as his language
indicates—that in some mysterious way the national commit-
teeman had whispered the word to the President which he and
I had not heard, which caused the President to change his
attitude on this guestion after our failure in a 50 minutes' dis-
cussion to convince him, it is evident that he draws his facts
from his imagination.

But this is not all the evidence on the subject. After the
conference we joined the delegation in order to enable the Sen-
ator and the national committeeman to report the result of the
conference with the President. I was present when the report
was made and no such report was made indicating in the slight-
est manner what the Senator now says had transpired at the
White House. The gloom that settled on the assembly well
depicted the nature of the repoit. I recall distinetly the
ominous silence that prevailed like a pall on every hand. The
despair of some of the people who were present, since to them
it meant bankruptey and utter ruin. Each could see the dire
disaster that would follow the making of sugar immediately
free. Those who felt that they might survive saw in their
mind's eye their neighbors and friends driven to destitution,
All realized that a catastrophe was imminent from which none
would escape—neither rich nor poor, neither white nor black,
neither young nor old, nor men nor women. No one of us enter-
tained any hopes of anything but immediate free sugar, as the
result of the report of that interview had by the Senator and
the national commitieeman with the President, which I had,
as by accident, attended. Is it possible that while this scene
was presented to the eyes of Robert Ewing, that he had securely
locked in his bosom the assurance that there would not be free
sugar for three years? If so, as the Senator wounld have us
believe, then Robert Ewing paints himself a far worse man
than I believe him to be. And when did the Senator first
acquire the knowledge which he so flippantly imparis to an
astonished people, after so long a lapse of time? I am curious
to know, as that would prove the most important part of his
revelations. Y )

The newspaper accounts of that date bear out my statement
as to the report made by the Senator and the national commit-
teeman.

The Daily Picayune, of New Orleans, of April 6, 1913, contains

this report:
WasHINGTON, April 5.

“ President Wilson's (Prorfemd compromige on sugar, which should
mean a l-cent-a-pound duty for three years and then free sugar. was
rejected to-nlght by Senator RANSDELL, Representative Broussarn, and
Robert Ewing, Democratic national committeeman from Louisiana.

The Louisianians to-night.carried to the White House a strong pro-
test against free sugar adopted to-day at a meeting in New Orleans of
the American Cane Growers' Association,

Deadlocked with the White House and standing fast for protection of

ugnr.

%‘ﬂhxt was the situation late to-night In the Lounislana congressional
delegation, who have not budged 1 inch from their original position
that sugar must be adequately protected, and who have rejected to
date President Wilson's ultimatum that a dut; of only 1 cent per
pound be placed on sugar, with the commodity free in three years, or
the alternative of a free-sngar bill.

The situation to-day was practically the same as yesterdng. nﬂa
E (1]

8

Louislana Congressmen, and the other Louisianians here to
preserve destruction of the great industry, held two conferences—one
at noon and the other late this evening. It was unanimously declded
that it would be impossible to nccel:t a 1-cent-per-pound duty, with
free sugar in three years, and the delegation decided to stand pat and
let President Wilson do his worst and carry out his implied threat to
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have the Ways and Means Committee bring in a free bill unless the
1-cent duty was accepted.

Telegrams from uislana sugar interests, principally from New
Orleans, arrived in an avalanche to-day addressed to members of the
delegation, saying that the 1-cent compromise, with free sugar in three
years, was not wanted, and would not be acceptable,

The stumbling block 15 over the three-years' free-sugar schedule.
* Louisiana cane interests would accept a l-cent net duty, but not free
sugar in three years,’ said the telegram.”

- - - - - - -

“ Mr. Broussarp explained to Mr. Wilson the Canadian sugar tariff,
whereb{htor every ton produced in Canada 2 tons are admitted duty
free, . BROUSSARD 80 ted that a modification of this plan—one
free ton for every domestle protected ton produced—might solve the
problem. It was a new ldea to Mr. Wilson, but the President intl-
mated that it was now too late to &dﬂ?t anyt new.

Mr. Ewing told the President {hat a compromise might be effected
80 that a 1-cent duty counld be placed on sugar, and it counld be arranged
that free sugar in three years be left discretionary with the President
at the end of that time and not mandatory by act of Congress.

This did not strike Mr. Wilson favorably, but he sald he would con-
gider it, He listened attentively to the arguments, but his attitude,
as It has always been, was noncommittal. The delegation got the
1m8n.-sslon. however, that Mr. Wilson intends to insist on his pi m.,

hairman Uxperwoop, of the House Ways and Means Committ

reached the White House Liﬁﬂatter the Loulsianians left. He brought
a co%v of the completed bill for the President's final zgprmr_al.
Mr. UxpErwoop discussed the proposed sugar compromise briefly with
the President, but it was understood that no were made in
the bill as it left the Ways and Means Committee to-day.
rled to the Government Printing Office to-night by . UNDERWOOD
himself, and he expects to have it in readiness for consideration of
the majority members of the Senate Finance Committee which will
meet late to-morrow.”

The Times-Democrat, of New Orleans, of the same date, con-
tains this report:
: WasHINGTOR, April 5.

“ President Wllson's proffered compromise on sugar, which would mean
a l-cent-pound duoty for three years and then free sugar was rejected
to-night by Benator RANsDELL, Representative Broussarp, and Robert
Ewing, Democratic natlonal committeeman from Lou The Loul-
gianians to-night carried to the White House a strong ¥mtest against
free sugar adopted to-day at a meeting in New Orleans of the American

Cane Growers' Assoclation.
They predicted the ruin of the ind if the President persisted
They offered as

in his determination to eliminate all duty from sugar.
a compromise the suggestion to the President that he Indorse a 1-cent
duty on sugar for three years, with the provision that sugar be made
duty free at the end of that perlod if, in the President’s oplinion, it at
that time was advisable. They pointed out to the President that such
a proviso would enable him to investigaje the clalm that a great indus-
try would be ruined by the removal of dity, and told him that he would
be able to insist just as strongly upon free sugar then, if he saw fit, as
he i= doing now.

Altho the delegation was in conference with the President for
more than an hour, he gave no Intimation as to whether he would con-
sider their offer of a compromise.

Chalrman UxperwooD, of the House Ways and Means Committee,
reached the White House just after the Louisianians left. He brought
a cow of the completed tariff bill for the President's final agprwnl.
Mr. UXpERWOOD discussed the proposed sugar compromise briefly with
the President, but it was understood that no changes were made in the
bill as it left the Ways and Means Committee to-day.”

It is apparent from these reports tha* the Underwood bill
having embodied a provision for free sugar, the President at no
time, as reported to the delegation by the Senator and the na-
tional committeeman, wavered one instant or intimated in any
way that he had in the least changed his determination to sup-
port the free-sugar clause. On the contrary, these reports bear
me out that the President insisted on his position, and they may
be accepted as eonclusive proof that the President did not make
any such promise to-Robert Ewing as the Senator states.

At La Fayette the Senator said:

Dut T knew that Robert Ewing, the greatest Wilson man in Louislana
before the Democratic nomination convention, the leader of the Wilson
forces in Loulslana after the convention—

And so forth.

From this statement it is evident that the Senator is as un-
familiar with what transpired at Baton Rouge on June 4, 1912,
as his memory plays him false with regard to what transpired
in Washington preceding the report-by the Ways and Means
Committee on the Underwoad bill. True, the newspaper: of the
nationnl committeeman had been supporting the candidacy of
Gov. Wilson.

Before the Stute convention met an understanding was reached
among the contending factions in Louisiana regarding both the
personnel of the delegation to be sent to Baltimore and the
adoption of the unit rule, which was inimieal to the candidacy
of Gov. Wilson. Robert Ewing was a party and a beneficiary
of this political deal. I was in Washington, as were the other
members of the delegation, including the Senator. Upon belng
apprised of the situation I repaired in great haste to Baton
Rouge. I reached that city on the day prior to the meeting of
the convention. I found that the entire delegation had already
been selected in private conference, the two factions of the party
in Louisiana having combined in the sup{:ort of the candidacy
of Speaker Crarx. The national committeeman's paper, the
Daily States, in its edition of 2.80 p. m., June 4, 1912, contained

It was car-

a list of these delegates. The convention ifself did not meet
until 8 o'clock the same evening. TFollowing this list, among
other things, appears this item of-news:

The meeting will be called to order by Thomas H. Lewis, chairman
of the Democratic State central committee, and the temporary chair-
man, who will be made the anent chairman, is E. Moss, of Lake
Charles. Blanchard, Barrett, and Thomas were all eliminated in the
interest of harmony. All this, barring the battle engineered by ROBERT
F. Broussarp and F. C. Claiborne, planned last night and this morning
at the last moment of the situation, does not indicate that the battle
will develop into anything sericus. .

The national committeeman’s paper carried, straight across
the front page of that edition of the paper in large type, “ The
delegates stand 13 to T for Clark.” And in large type, after
naming those who would be delegates, giving to each his designa-
tion for Wilson or Clark, as the case might be, there appears the
following paragraph : ‘

It is Ersctlca.lly agreed that the nnit rule shall be adopted, that Gov.
Hall will be the chairman of the delegation, and that the conference
to decide upon the action in Paltimore shall be taken after the arrival
of the delegation.

The other evening paper, the New Orleans Item, in the edition
that reached Baton Rouge just prior to the convening of the
convention, which was at 8 o'clock at night, carried across the
page similarly as the States had carried it th: following:

“ Our delegation 14 to 6 for Crark, and will vote as a unit.”

This paper was supporting Speaker Crark and gave him one
more vote than the national committeeman’s paper, supporting
Wilson, conceded to the Speaker.

Speaking of Robert Ewing, the Item of that issue says:

“ His papers indicate that he is forgetting a good deal about Wllson'
and his activities here indicate that he is nking deeply about Ewing.”

That was the correct attitude of the national committeeman
that day. :

Now, no sooner had the convention convened, and before the
temporary chairman had concluded his address, as I walked into
the hall the delegates ealled for me. In a storm and uproar I
was carried to the speaker’s platform, the convention being
held in the hall of the house of representatives. I spoke briefly
agninst Speaker Crank and the delegation’s instruction to vote
as a unit. As I concluded calls were made for Congressman
Wickliffe, who had reached Baton Rouge shortly after my ar-
rival there, and who was a supporter of Speaker Crarx. He
spoke in the Speaker’s behalf and for an instructed delegation
to Baltimore. The delegates continued the uproar, demanding
that I reply to Congressman Wickliffe, which I did in an address
of not exceeding five minutes. The convention got down to work.
The delegates were selected as secretly planned and then a mo-
tion was made to instruct the delegation to vote as a unit, which
was the other part of the same plan agreed upon by the factions.
The suceess of this motion necessarily would have given the ma-
jority of the delegation the right to vote the minority, and as
Speaker Crark was conceded to have a majority of the delega-
tion, clearly the entire Louisiana vote would have been east for
the Speaker on the first ballot and permanently thereafter.
Instead he received 12 votes to Gov. Wilson's 8 on the first
ballot, reduced to 2 to Gov. Wilson's 18 on the last and many
previous ballots. : :

The motion was promptly made to table the resolution of in-
struction. A roll call was demanded and carried. Upon the
roll being called the tenth ward of New Orleans voted for
the unit rule. Robert Ewing, said by the Senator to have been
the leader of the Wilson forces in Louisiana, is the boss of that
ward. In fact, he is much better known as boss of the tenth
ward than as either national committeeman or newspaper man.
He knew full well that the success of his vote meant a unani-
mous Clark delegation, yet he cast it in betrayal of the ean-
didacy of Gov. Wilson, whose leader the Senator tells us he was.
The resolution was nevertheless tabled and the fight I led for
an uninstructed delegation triumphed. Thus it was that
through the efforts of the Wilson forces, of which I had been the
spokesman on the floor of the convention, Robert Ewing was
saved from himself, and his vote preserved for Gov. Wilson
even over his own protest.

But, Mr. President, how could the Senator know what was
going on in Baton Rouge when these stirring events were trans-
piring? He was here at the Capltol, busy sending telegrams to
Baton Rouge, urging the convention to come to the support of
Speaker Crarx. He was ignorant of the movement which
Wilson's friends, including myself, were engineering to save for
Gov. Wilson the few wvotes which had been secretly allotted
us by the national committeeman and his allies in the State
in apportioning the delegation. The national committeeman
was looking to his own candidacies, He was busy with more
important things. He was looking to his trade for two pcsitions




4912

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

MArcH 27,

for himself. We have already seen how he got one of these;
and here is how he got the other:

The Times-Picayune, Sunday, March 12, 1916, says:

“ John M. Parker, In a recent smh&u‘i‘rﬁ'ﬂ‘“ Robert Ewing with
having broken faith with the men who Mr. Ewing’s reelection
as Democratic natlonal committeeman from Louislana in 1912. He
asserted that Mr, Ewing was made national committeeman by Gov.
Ilall at the request of a number of reform leaders, particularly Daniel
). Moore, editor of the Times-Democrat, and that after obtaining the
office Mr. Ewing broke his solemn promise to these men to stand b
the cause of referm, to fight the * ring,” and to support the Hni‘l
administration.

Mr. Ewin{:. in his mewspaper a ﬂag or two later, vigorously denied
both propositions and asserted that his election was due to his great
pnqulnrity and strength with the Democrats of the State.

Mr. Ewing Is the storm center of the present State camphulgn. The
political power, which he gained in large measure through the very
maneuver in question, has made him a campalign issue. It therefore is
consldered fitting that a statement should made at this time of the
clreumstances which led up to Mr. Ewlng’s election and of his sub-
sequent actions, This narrative is based upon the statements of the
men involved. The recollections of these men are agreed as to the de-
tails. Only Mr. Ewing's newspaper has a different version.

It wiil be recalled that Mr. Lwing broke with the clty organization
over the candidacy of John T. Michel for governor and supported Dr.
James B, Aswell. Realizing that Michel's electlon meant his own
climination as _a_political factor, Mr, Ewing promptly declared for
Judge Luther B. Hall, the Good Government League candidate, on the
elimination of Dr. Aswell in the first primary. e later induced Dr,
Aswell to follow him. :

Through his newspapers and individually he announced his inten-
tion of supporting the Hall administration. The league faction in the
tenth ward responded by giving their support to Mr. Ewing's candidates
for the House and Senate in that ward. When this took place the
Michel eandidates withdrew.

The {srimnry over, Mr. Ewing reached out for the Hall people, with
the reelection of himself as national committeeman in view. He was
a frequent visitor to the oflice of J. Zach Spearing, who, as chair-
man of the league's State campaign committee, naturally became one
of the principal advisers to the governor-elect. Through Mr. Spear-
ing Mr. Ewing reached a number of influential Hall supporters. He
then let his candidacy become known.

Mr. Ewing's candidacy was received with favor among reform
leaders. Jucdge Hall felt kindly because of the rt Mr. Ewing had
taken in breaking up the agreement of Dr. Aswell to support John T.
Michel after the first ‘})rima.ry. Among reform leaders in New Orleans,
Col. Ewing was regardeéd as a valuable asset because of his knowledge
of the inner secrets of the “ring,” and the fact that Ewing's de-
sertion would leave the *“ring” without aggressive newspaper su
Eort in the city. The country leaders of reform were somewhat divided,
Nome doubted Ewin{; and others thought it good politics to reelect
him national committeeman and keep him in line with the reform
canse,

AADE NO INDORSEMENTS.

The editor of The Times-Democrat had refrained from indorsing
anyone for appointment or election to any office after the primary.
ile desired to leave the nmew governor free to act on his own judg-
ment, and personally to keep out of polities.

Ie was approached during this period by Mr. Ewing, who rehearsed
his fight with the “ring"™ and declared he had burned the bridges
behind him. He sald he wanted to get out of local politics and in-
tended to give up the leadership of the tenth ward and devote his
entire time to his mewspapers. e added, however, that he would be
glad to cooperate with the Good Government League and intended to
support the administration of Gov. Hall, He said most emphaticall
thnt under no circumstances would he go back to the organization an
to Behrman. Then he asked Mr. Moore to use his influence with the
governor in behalf of his candidacy for national committeeman.

To Mr. Spearing Mr, Ewing made very similar assurances. He sald
he would support the Hall administration and its measures. He made
the reservation that he could not support the league in the city fight
without a reorganization of its committees, but was specific and em-
phatic in his declaration that he would mot support Mr. Behrman nor
go back with the “ ring.”
‘ RELIED UPON ASSURANCES.,

On these assurances that he would sugport the governor and oppose
the “ring,” and on the urgent re(r:est of Mr. Ewing, the editor of the
Times-Picayune called on Gov, Hall the day following the inauguration
and urged that the executive give his support to Mr. Ewing.

The preceding day Mr. Ewing attended the inauguration of Gov.
Hall and had given every evidence of being an enthuslastic supporter
of the new administration,

The governor was much impressed; Mr. Moore and Mr. Spearing
were convineed.

On the governor's decision the matter rested. With the governor's
indorsement Mr. Ewing's election was assured. With the governor
opposed, his election would have been impossible. Great bitterness
still existed between Mr. Ewing and the city organization. Many
country leaders still distrusted Mr. Ewing and viewed him merely as
a boss temporarily at outs with his fellows. Ixcept his own tenth
ward delegation, Mr. Ewing had few friends in the State conventlon.

Wtile ineclined to be friendly with the tenth ward leader, Gov. Hall
had remained noncommittal until the editor of the Times-Democrat
made strong representations. Mr. Moore was of the opinion that Mr,
Ewing should be reelected because of his fight against the machine
and his promise to continue that fight. Mr. Moore believed Ewing
gincere in his assurances for the future, and that depriving the * ring
of Kwing and the States in the city fight would create a highly favor-
able situation for reform. And he thought, moreover, that Mr. Ewing
would in the end actively support the league ticket.

YIELDS TO REQUEST.

The governor yielded to the request of Mr. Moore. As he has said
on numerous occaslons since:.* The Times-Democrat was one of the
chief Instrumentalities in my election. I counted on its support for
my policies. I had confidence in the judgment of its editors, and felt
that if they considered Mr. Ewing's electlon desirable as a means
toward the success of thelr fight against the machine they knew what
they were doing.”

In this shape events moved up to the week of the convention. In
the meantime, Mr. Ewing and the States had declared for Woodrow
Wilson for the Democratic nominatlon. Gov. Hall favored CHaump
CLARK. B({ the Saturdag before the convention the fight for the
Louisiana delegation had become rather lively. A

in the convention, Mayor Behrman

As the head of the Orleans grou
called on Gov. Hall and suggested a working agreement. The mayor
were for CHAMP CLARK.

and all the Orleans leaders etm‘r:?t Mr. Ewln

The mayor suggested that the city was entitled to name three of the
six delegates at large, provided, of course, the names auigested were
not objectionable to (.Ee overnor and his friends. The governor
answered that he thought the g]ru

Word of this agreement reache
to be one of the delegates at large, but did not want to
under obligations to Mayor Behrman, So he made a direc
Gov. Hall explaining the situation. He asked
his name as one of the city’s three.

The governor called on the mayor and asked the mayor to include
Mr, Ewing as one of the three delegates at large to be named from
the city. The mayor readily agreed, although he added: “ We don't
like and have no use for Ewing."

WAS DISQUIETING.

The situation. however, was disquieting to Mr. Ewing., The conven-
tion was for June 4. On Jun: 1 Mr. Ewing went to the editor of the
Times-Democrat much exereised over reports to the effect that he coulid
not count on the sup&ort of the governor in the nomination, In the

resence of Thomas G. Rapler, then general manager of the Pleayune,

r. Ewing urged Mr, Moore.to go to Baton Rouge the following day
(Sunday) again to urge the governor to support him for national com-
mitteeman.

Mr. Moore replied it was impossible for him to go, and in the light
of his previous understanding with Gov, Hall he consldered it unneces-
sary. ut Mr. Ewing was so inslstent that finally Mr. Moore agreed
to send Norman Walker, associate editor of the Times-Democrat, to
Baton Rouge to see the governor. Further, at the urgent request of
Mr. Ewing, Mr. Moore agreed to call Gov. Hall by telephone Sunday
morning and to inform him that Mr. Walker was on hils way to see
him on an important matter and that Mr. Walker spoke for Mr. Moore.

Mr. Walker saw Gov. Hall, and the &gvernor again ﬁnve his assurances
that he would support Mr. Ewing. he same day Mr. Moore left the
State for a month's vacation, taken on advice of his physiclan,

The opposition to Ewing had not dled, however., Ferd C. Claiborne
and some other Independent Democrats who refused to believe in Mr,
Ewing’s good falth threatened to fight anyway and attempted to organ-
ize an anti-Ewing movement among the convention delegates. The gov-
ernor had to step in to placate these insurgents.

PROGREAM WENT THROUGH.

Except for a fight between the Clark and Wilson followers, in which
the governor had friends on both sides, the chief executive's program
went through the convention without a hitch. Mr. Ewing was elected
national committeeman and a delegate to the Baltimore eonvention.

The next day, or ibly the second day thereafter, Mr. Ewing's
palper. the States, made its first attack on Gov. Hall in an article which
sald the governor had been whipped in the convention.

Mr, Ewing went to the national convention; then to Sea Girt; and
then to Chicago. He returned to New Orleans shortly before the city
fight. Mr. Moore, absent from June 2 until the beginning of July, had
not heard from him during this period. On Mr, ing's return Mr,
Moore, Mr. Caffery, and others of the Good Government League made
several unsuccessful attempts to see him.

But Mr. Eviing, already cool toward the governor, went the rest of
the route and a combined with Mayor B&rman and the * ring.”

His statemenfs about Mayor Behrman were forgotten, as were his
aims to get out of local politics. His definite promises to fight the
“ring " and use his paper for better influences in politics were treated
as unmade. The old harmony In machine ranks was restored with Ewing
on top, the master of the situation. He had taught the other bosses a
lesson, and they were prepared to obey.”

Continuing the last-quoted sentence, in order to accentuate the
influence exercised by Robert Ewing, the Senator says:

A member of the Wilson campaign committee of 15.

Yes; and it was in that capacity that Robert Ewing permitted
the hireling of the Sugar Trust, . C. Lowry, to insert in the
Demoeratic Campaign Textbook a vicious attack upon the lead-
ing industry of his own State. It is for this, perhaps, that the
Senator says that the sugar planters of the third congressional
district are under “ a debt of eternal gratitude to Robert Ewing.”
This Lowry textbook attack upon the domestic sugar industry
was a palpable violation of the declaration of the Democratic
platform, which has for its first declaration, among others, the
following paragraph :

We recognize that our system of tariff taxation is intimately connected
with the business of the country, and we favor the ultimate attainment
of the principles we advocate by legislation that will not injure or de-
gtroy legitimate industry.

Now, Robert Ewing knew, as I told members of the Louisiana
delegation and every delegate in the convention who took an
interest in the matter, how this plank had been drafted. Ile
knew how it had been drawn and who had drawn it. He knew
I had brought the draft to Baltimore from Sea Girt, N. J. He
knew that provision of the platform was intended specially to
permit the domestic sugar industry to survive the proposed
tariff reduction for which the plank declared. He knew these
things, because I told them to him, and yet he permitted the one
man in the country whom everybody knew was hired by the
Sugar Trust to commit the Democratic Party to a policy in
direct contravention to its platform declaration.

As a sample of the insert to which I have just referred, con-
tained on pages 149, 150, 151, 152, and 133 in the Democratic

sal falr.

the ears of Mr. Ewing, He wished
ut himself
appeal to
the governor to suggest
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Textbook of 1912, T will quote a few excerpts pertinent to the
Louisiana sugar industry :

The total cost to the American consumer annnally by reason of the
duty is $125,675,000. Of this, 152,300.000 goes to the Government in
revenue ; the balance goes into the pockets of the tariff-favored sugar
interests of Hawalii, Porto Rico, the Philippines, Cuba, Louislana
planters, and promoters of beet-sugar factories as a bounty from the
Government. 3

- - - - -

-

As only $52,300,000 is collected in revenue, the question naturall
arises as to what becomes of the balance of $73,450,000 that the Ameri-
can people are called upon to pay. The answer is that it goes into the
pockets of the tariff-favored Interests of Loulsiana, ete.

- - - - . - .

So far as the domestic interests are concerned, the profits go directly
into the pockets of certain !:dnnlers and the promoters of the beet-sugar
plants, They are not divided with labor, for Loulsiana pays lower
wages than Cuba, ete,

- L] - L] - - L

Ience it is apparent that all of the profit derived from the tariff
operates as a bounty not to the farmers or laborers, but to the pro-
moters of the domestic beet factories and the various planters of our
tariff-favored sections, :

- - - * - - . L

No one pretends that the American people are being taxed $125,-
000,000 annually so as to enrich the sugar planters of our insular
ossessions ; therefore the present tariff is being maintained for the sole
Eeneﬁt of the domestic beet and cane sugar producers,
L] - L - - - L
After receiving subsidies both through direct bounties and indirectly
through the tariff for over 100 years, the sugar industry of Louisiana,
if it can not stand alone, has no further claim upon the American
people. It is absurd to ask the Government to continue to tax consum-
ers through the tariff $125,000,000 annually so that Louisiana may
produce a crop the yearly value of which is about $25,000,000. We
should look to industries that could be of service to the American
people and not to industries that the American people must serve,

- - - Ll Ld L] L]

Mr, HARDWICK. May I interrupt the Senator? The Sena-
tor has made one statement which, in justice to the gentleman
to whom he referred, he ought to correct.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Have I made a mistake in saying that
Mr. Lowry represented the Sugar Trust?

Mr. HARDWICK. He never did in his life. He never was
allied with the Sugar Trust. The Sugar Trust is the American
Sugar Refinery. The Senator knows that.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I do not agree with the Senator.

Mr. HARDWICK. It is commonly known in this country
that the Federal Sugar Refining Co. is not the Sugar Trust, but
the largest of the independent refiners, who compete with the
Sugar Trust.

My, BROUSSARD. They are all’in combination. The Fed-
eral Refining Co. and Havemyer have been acting together to
exploit Louisiana and Cuba and all tropical sugar countries. I
understand the Senator means that he has investigated that
question as chairman of a committee of the House. As he
knows, I am familiar with that, too. I believe I helped draft
the resolution.

Mr, HARDWICK. The Senator ought not to say that the
Federal is the Sugar Trust, because the Senator knows that
the American Sugar Refining Co. is commonly known through-
out the country as the Sugar Trust. The Senator further
knows that Mr. Lowry never represented that company. I
know that he does not and has never represented the trust.

Mr. BROUSSARD. He has represented the interests of that
company——

Mr. HARDWICK. Never.

Mr. BROUSSARD. To this extent: He is employed by
Spreckels.

Mr. HARDWICK. That is right.

Mr, BROUSSARD. But his activities have been for the last
four or five years in behalf of the Spreckels Refining Co. nnd
the common policy of the American Sugar Refinery and all
other seaboard refineries in their effort to destroy the domestic
sugar industry.

Mr. HARDWICK. No; the Senator is not correct about that.
On the contrary, the American Sugar Refining Co. has always
favored the sugar duty and the Federal has always been for
free sugar.

Mr. BROUSSARD. The testimony of the American Sugar
Refining Co. when I was on the Ways and Means Committee
was to this effect

Mr. HARDWICK. No, sir; in that very year I was present
in the room during that very time when the president of the
American swore hie was opposed to free sugar.

Mr. BROUSSARD. T will not discuss that.

. Mr. HARDWICK. That is right. T just wanted to state the
acts.

Mr. BROUSSARD. But, as a matter of fact, when I use
the words “ Sugar Trust” I refer to all senboard refineries.

LIIT—-—310

They are all in accord on the policy of free sugar, and Lowry
is the spokesman for the free-sugar propagandists.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. BROUSSARD. I yield to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. SMOOT. I think what the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Harpwick] has stated is true as to the former president of the
American Sugar Refining Co.

Mr. HARDWICK. Atkinson?

Mr. SMOOT. Edward T. Atkinson. I do not think that the
American Sugar Refining Co. is in favor of a duty upon sugar
at present.

Mr. BROUSSARD. They are not.

Mr. SMOOT. But I do know that Mr. Frank Lowry, repre-
senting Mr, Spreckels, of the Federal Sugar Refining Co., in
his testimony stated he wanted a duty of 50 cents per hundred,
and if that rate of duty was in force, with the 20 per cent re-
duction for Cuban sugar imported, it would virtually destroy
the sugar production in Ameriea and prevent any other sugar
coming from any other part of the world except from Cuba,
and it would have placed the refining and the selling and the
disposition of all the sugar in the United States in the hands of
the few sugar-refining companjes.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will state to the Senator that the for-
mer president of the American Sugar Refining Co., Mr. Atkin-
son, was largely interested in sugar estates in Cuba.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. BROUSSARD. And as such he wanted the duty on
sugar, so that he might get the preferential 20 per cent provided
by the treaty. He so testified on the oceasion to which the
Senator referred.

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will pardon me, within 24
hours I have read his testimony, and he said he was for the
duty on sugar because of the large interest that his American
Sugar Refining Co. owned in the beet-sugar companies.

Mr. BROUSSARD, Of course; and the large planting inter-
est in which he was himself interested.

Mr, HARDWICK. No; that he disposed of.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I understand.

Mr. HARDWICK. He used to have them, but he had dis-
posed of them. °

Mr. BROUSSARD. But the attitude of the American Sugar
Refining Co. to-day, as represented, is for free sugar.

Mr. HARDWICK. No; the Senator is mistaken. I challenge
that statement. The trust has always opposed free sugar.

Mr, BROUSSARD. I am sure I am correct.

To the constant reader of the Daily States these indictments
of the Louisiana sugar industry, quoted from the Democratic
textbook, have a familiar ring. What “a debt of eternal grati-
tude,” indeed, these sugar planters owe Robert' Ewing, my dis-
tinguished colleague. For fear that the statement which I have
made, to the effect that F. C, Lowry, Sugar Trust agent, was
permitted to insert in the Democratic Texthook of 1912 the
matter which I have indicated, and to the end that there may
be no misunderstanding as to the exact meaning of the thought
which I have in mind, perhaps I had better insert here testi-
mony adduced before the Senate Lobby Investigating Committee,
the questions of Senator Cuarains, of Iowa, and the replies of
Lowry. This testimony will be found on page 1577 et seq. of
the testimony adduced before the committee, It is as follows:

“ Senator Cumyixns. I now show you a pamphlet which has no identi-
fication upon it, either in name or date. It is printed in green.
hand it to you and ask whether you did issue that document or whether
you are responsible for it or whether you know anything about it.

Mr. Lownry. The document that you hand me Iam responsible for,
That is a reprint of this small document which I have just taken from
my pocket. That was distributed by the Democratic nationa® cam aign
con[\im!tlce. I had it printed in a liftle larger type so as to be easier to
reaa. \

Senator CoMMmiIns. Now, I will take them both. I will have the
smaller one marked ‘' Exhibit Lowry No. 85.” Referring to this
gmaller cne, Exhibit No. 35, you say that it was circulated by the
Democratic campaign committee ?

Mr. Lowny. Yes, sir; that is one of the original ones.

Senator Cumarixs. Who prepared it?

Mr. Lowny, I pre:l:ared a good deal of the matter in it. I prac-
tically prepared it al

Senator CumMmixs. To whom did you send the copy?

Mr, Lowny, I was asked to u&to the Democratic headquarters in
New York, and T had a talk with the gentlemxn who is now Secretary
of the Navy. Secretary Daniels, and he suggested that I prepare for
them something of that kind. I did so and sent the material up there
and they went ahead and printed them and sent them out.

Eepator CuMmixns. Who asked you to go there? "

Mr, LowrY. Mr, Marsh, who was associnted with them at that time.

Senator CruMMINS. Did you or the Federal Sugar Refining Co. pay
for the circulation of the pamphlet, Exhibit Lowry No. 35%

Nr. Lowny. We did not.

Senator ComMiNs, Yon do not know to what extent it was circulated?

Mr. Lowry. I know that Secretary Daniels told me he thought he
would get out about a million copies.

nator CuMMINS. Look over it and find out what part of it, if any,
You did not prepare,
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H}g! l’ﬁ\:’nr This is practically all of my material. They changed it
a e
reapect d they change it? I want to

Senator CuMMINS, In wha
know just what you are responsible

Mr. LownY. I do not remember ha. changes they made. It was
j%:t 2«1 \R’lrd here and there that did not sult and they
chang

Senator CrMmMminNs. You do not know that they made any changes,

do_you?
Mr. Lowny. Yes; I know they made som
Senator CUMMINS, But you can :mt pnlnt them out?

Mr, Lowky. No, sir: no mate
(Page 1583)

- -
fe Senator Cmuuxs I learned tor the first time a few momen ng!;
{:u prepared the Democratic mmggign eircular that has alrea
trodnced in evmence That leads me to ask what you had to
do, ir nn thing, with ring that part of the Democratic
book of 1912 t rela.tes 0 sugar?

Mr. Lowry. This man Marsh, who was connected with the com-
mittee, eame to me one afternoon and said that he had been commis-
sioned to write up certain parts of the textbook. That was the first
time that I had ever heard of a textbook. I did not even know they

had one. Su, was one -of those parts, I said, that I had plenty

gar

of material, and 1 gave it to him. and he tonk lt a ; and then he
eame b&ck. think, the nex da{ d said, what ha’fe
prepared.””  Some of the thtngs e dld not’ hs.ve qu.lte n.nd
revised them, and he took them off, and that the last !’E

of it until it came out in the textbook. It was stterwards that he
sugggsted that.l go up m‘ad meet M.r. Danie s.‘ 4

Senator Cuaamins. I call your attentlon to a famp‘h:let which is
headed * Democratic Textbook of 1912 to page wish
would tell the committee what part of that yon prepued and w s.t

part you did not.
Mr. LownryY. I could not tell that. I think a good deal of it was

taken directly from those pamphlets. There are a fuod many mistakes
in it, I know that. The printer made a bad job of

Senator CUMMINS, What impressed me was a striking similarity
between that and some of your literature.”

These attacks upon the domestic sugar industry, cunningly
inserted at the instigation of F. C. Lowry, the hired agent of the
Sugar Trust, quite naturally had the effect of misleading those
intrusted with public speaking in behalf of Wilson’s campaign
for President. The textbook of a party is the ex cathedra
declaration of these in full charge of the campaign, and if the
speakers were misled by the insertion it is noft to be wondered
that so much misinformation exists throughout the country re-
garding the attitude of the Democratic Party on the subject.
The textbook of the Democratic Party—indeed, of all parties,
for that matter—is intended to be an elaboration of the party
platform. So that we find that through the indifference to or
forgetfulness of Louisiana by Robert Ewing, as member of the
Wilson eampaign committee, this man Lowry became the sole
interpreter of a plank of-the Democratic Party enunciated at
Baltimore. I desire to turn from the opinion of Lowry to the
action of distinguished Democrats in this Senate in the construc-
tion of that paragraph of the Democratic platform. It will be
remembered that the first Underwood free sugar bill had passed
the House just prior to the conveningof the Baltimore convention.
About the time of the convention hearings were being held before
the Finance Committee of the Senate upon that bill. Before
the committee came to a conclusion in its consideration of the
hill the Democratic platform was adopted, promulgated, and was
well nniderstood throughout the country. Of course its mean-
inz was clear to the Demoecratic members of the Finance Com-
mittes of the Senate.

The report of that committee, consisting of men of dis-
tingnished ability, such as Bailey, of Texas; Smararons, of North
C'arolina ; Stoxg, of Missouri; Jorx SHArP Wrrnraams, of Mis-
sissippi; Jomxy W. Keax, of Indiana; and CHariEs F. JoHNSON,
of Maine, was signed by all of these distinguished Democrats.
Free sugar was repudiated by them, and as a substitute a
duty was recommended equivalent practically to the existing
sugar duty.

In connection with this report it is but proper that I should
quote a paragraph from the distingnished Senator from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. Witrtams], who as the spokesman of the com-
wittee upon this report, in addressing the Senate on July 27,
1912, only a few days after the adjournment of the Baltimore
cenvention, used the following language:

The Senator from Massachusetts says that if sugar were placed upon
the free list—and by the way there is not the slightest anticipation in
the mind of ang inte].ugent man that it will be placed upon the free
list, not even if a Democratic Senate and a Democratic House and a
Demoeratic President comes into power—but he says that if sugar is

p!awd upon tho free list certain dire results would follow.
- ® Ld Ed

Mr l‘reaident. we are not attemptlng to put sugar upon the rree list
at this time. 1 myself agree that it ht not to be placed there.
agree with the Senator from Blnssnchus 3 when he says that sugar is
one of the best subjects upon which to ralse revenue. It has been
founsd so not only in this country but in all other countries, and as a
tariff-for-revenue Democrat I would not be willing to su.rmnder it as a
subject for raising revenue for the Government. mistake was
made when the House proposed to surrender totally the fifty millions
now raised in that way.

To this Lowry construction of the Demoeratic tariff plank in
the Baltimore platform by his insertions in the Democratic text-
book of 1912 is due all the trouble that subsequently befell the
Louisiana sugar men. The Sugar Trust had failed in an open fight
to place sugar on the free list, it was now accomp]lshlng its
purpose by stealth,

If Robert Ewing, the member of the Wilson campaign com-
mittee had been alive to the inferests of his adopted State, with
the knowledge which he possessed, both of the Baltimore dec-
laration and the attitude of Demoeratic Senators in their in-
terpretation of that declaration, he could easily have prevented
the infliction upon that industry of all the ealamity which later
overtook it. He, indeed, then would have been entitled to the
“eternal gratitude,” to use the Senator’s words, of the people
of the third district. His remissness, his neglect, not to use a
harsher word, were directly responsible for his later activities,
so touchingly desecribed by the Senator. Ordinary exercise of
caution in the confidential position which he held as member of
the Wilson campaign committee would have spared many a
heartache to the very people whom the Senator was addressing;
would have preserved many properties, large and small, that
have traveled the course of the bankruptey courts; would have
saved the lives of important citizens in Louisiana, who in
despair were driven to seek a suicide’s grave.

The Senator said at La Fayette, continuing the same sentence
from which I have heretofore guoted, intending to emphasize
the great influence of this man:

“ Robert Ewing, the personal friend of Postmaster General Burleson,
who was one of President Wilson's chief political advisers "—

And so forth.

As in many of the expressions used by the Senator one is led
to infer what thought he intends to convey. The inference in
this case is palpable, and it is to the effect that Robert Ewing's
influence, because he was a personal friend of Postmaster Gen-
eral Burleson, was exerted toward preventing the placing of
sugar on the free list. I am perhaps the last man on the floor
of this Senate who will say aught against the Postmaster Gen-
eral. I have served long with him in the House and I hold him
in the highest esteem. I followed this free sugar contest, as
every man knows who is acquainted with the contest, to stave
off the disaster which free sugar meant to my State. If Post-
master General Burleson did anything to help in this fight, I
am ignorant of it. I will not say that he did not; nay, I will
go further, I will say that he did if my distinguished colleague
-asserts it. Without wishing to bring on a discussion of the
Postmaster General, and simply because his name has been in-
voked by the Senator in his efforts to elevate Robert Ewing in
the esteem of Louisiana, let me suggest to the Senator that I
have heard it rumored that the effort in the House to put a
production or consumption tax on sugar, which received seven
votes in that body, met with the approval of the Postmaster
General.

But there is pending in this Senate an amendment offered
by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick] to put a produc-
tion or consumption tax on sugar equivalent to the rate of duty
fixed in the Kitchin bill. This, of course, if suecessful, would
at once stop every sugar factory, not only in Louisiana but in
the beet section of the United States, as well as in our island pos-
sessions. If there was a thought in the country that Congress
would sanction the Hardwick amendment, there is not a man
engaged in the cultivation of sugar cane or sugar beetzs who
would not be compelled to cease instantly, in my judgment, in
his efforts to produce a crop this year.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HrrcuHcock in the chair).
Does the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from
Georgia?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I do.

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not want to inject myself very much
in the Senator’'s speech. The Senator knows very well, if he
knows anything about it, that it was the European war, and that
in Louisiana and in the western beet fields and beet-sugar fae-
tories and in our island possessions they have made untold
profits since the war began.

Mr. BROUSSARD. The trouble, Mr. President, with the
Senator from Georgia is that he wants this industry to thrive
over the bloody acts being committed in Europe.- I do not want
to see the war continue.

In what the Senator says he is not exactly correct. If the
Senator knew as much as I do about the Louisiana sugar in-
dustry, he would know that if he had the best plantation in that
State he could not get an advance of a solitary dollar upon his
present growing crop in Louisiana if it depended upon the war
continuing in Europe to permit the reimbursement of the loan.




1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

4915

Mr. HARDWICK., Mr. President, just one question.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Let me finish this. I tell the Senator, if
I have related the circumstances correctly, and I know I have,
that eredit will be cut off the moment his amendment becomes a
law or there is knowledge of even the possibility of his proposed
amendment becoming a law. How much of a crop will be made
next year, even though the war in Europe may continue indefi-
nitely, if the owners of the plantations are without the means of
makicg a crop and advances are declined by the banks, as has
been the ease since the beginning of the war, up to the time of
assurances that free sugar would be repealed——

Mr. HARDWICK. If the Senator will permit me, I will
answer that in my judgment a man in Louisiana is doomed and
ought to be doomed if the industry can only survive as long as
the abnormal condition like the war makes it profitable.

Mr. BROUSSARD. The Senator agrees with me, then?

Mr. HARDWICK. No; I do not.

Mr. BROUSSARD. He thinks we ought to make sugar as
long as there is war.

Mr. HARDWICIK. If you can not make any profit in Loui-
slana with 2 cents, a protection resulting from the war. You
have a protective wall resulting from the war and have not
made any profits before the tariff was reduced, and the elimina-
tion of 3,000,000 tons of beet sugar from continental Europe is
greater than 10 cents duty would be. There is no trouble about
that. You have practically no competition from Europe. So if
we adopted a consumption tax at once it would not hurt you
one penny until normal conditions were restored after the
European war,

Mr, BROUSSARD. DMr. President, I shall not pursue that.
We shall have ample opportunity to discuss these matters when
the bill comes up. I do not agree with my friend from Georgia,
however, nor do I believe if he owned the best plantation in the
State he could get eredit from any bank in this country in the
event his amendment were adopted.

Mr. President, since the passage of the Underwood tariff bill,
I have kept the fires burning on every hill here in the Capitol,
trying to peint out to my Democratic colleagues the necessity
of abstention from the punishment which that bill would impose
upon the people of Louisiana. During all of that time I have
had a resolution pending to avert this calamity, first before the
House as a Member thereof and now before the Senate as a
Member of this body. Time and time again the national com-
mitteeman to whom the sugar people of Louisiana, the Senator
says, are ander “ a debt of eternal gratitude,” has chided me for
this through his newspapers; has called for a stop upon my
proceedings, alleging that such a course on my part was intended
to embarrass the administration. And yet, Mr. President, I
have lived to see the honor conferred upon me by the Demo-
cratic leader of the House of Representatives, Mr. Kircuix, of
North Carolina, of adopting with the change of a single word
every word of the resolution which the national committeeman,
friend of the Louisiana sugar planters, according to the Sena-
tor, has been deploring and denouncing. The change of that
word did not detract from the resolution which I have pending
in this Senate, and which had been pending in the House, but
to the contrary strengthens it and closes the argument so far as
this question is concerned.

Looking at these things which I have jotted down as they
have occurred to me, it strikes me that if the Louisiana sugar
industry has had one persistent and consistent enemy within
its own midst, who by acts of commission amnd omission, has
brought more trouble and disaster upon it than any other, it
is Itobert Ewing.

And now I come to the final statement of the Senator to
which I take exception, It is this:

“When I saw that we faced defeat,” sall the Senator, “In that
fight, I suggested to the other ui]wnents of free sugar that we sheuld
bring to Washington one man who could do more for the sugar indus-
try than all of the Loulsiana delegation combined—that man was
Robert Ewlng."”

Mr, President, I resent that statement. I resent it personally,
amd I resent it on the part of those of my colleagues in the
House who to my knowledge worked so sincerely and faith-
fully to try and preserve this industry from disaster and ruin.
I have no objection to the assumption of that position by the
Senator so far as he is himself concerned. I shall not gquarrel
with the Senator when, in the meekness of his spirit, he for-
gives or forgets that in derision and contempt Robert Fwing
in the Daily States for many years dubbed him * Lumber Joe,”
becaunsge of the Senator's vote for a duty on lumber. That is
strictly his personal business. I have this to say, however, if
that be the Senator's conviction, it is a matter of wondermwent
to me that the Senator should continue to hold his seat in this
body. With all the influence which this sentence conveys, why

does he permit this man of such wonderful influence to re-
main in Louisiana occupled in the venal pastime of limiting
the exercise of his great abilities toward securing political
jobs for his henchmen? And right here is where the entire
trouble starts. I have stated that the national committeeman
was better known in Louisiana as the boss of the tenth ward
than by any other appellation. He is the roughest enemy to
those who will not do his bidding. Hence his antagonism to me.
He is an unusually flattering individual to those who respond
to his orders. Nothing is too good to say of those who recog-
nize his claim to the position to which he aspires, that of being
the boss of the State, instead of boss of the tenth ward; and
nothing is foo small for him to say of those who refuse to recog-
nize any boss for the Democrati¢ Party in the State.

In keeping with this policy Robert Ewing has persistently
antagonized the Democratic administration of Gov., Hall, in
Louisiana, and he has perpetually posed, as the Senator has
deseribed him, as the most Influential man with the Democratic
administration here in Washington. He has claimed the credit
for every Federal appointment made in that State. And what
sort of appointments have been made there? With few excep-
tions, those who have been appointed to Federal office had
searcely, when appointed, recovered from the political defeats
with which they had met at the hands of the white people of
the State. With searcely an exception, all of them had gone
down in overwhelming defeat, and had to be picked up from
their place of retirement to take charge of Federal affairs in
the State of Louisiana. This has been done over the protest of
the right-thinking, independent Democracy of that State. With
searcely an excéption, no one else was given recognition. Thus,
the policy pursued by Rtobert Ewing, in attempting to domineer
over the destinies of the State Democracy, and to cringe to the
national Democracy that jobs might follow fawning, is alike
distasteful to the self-respecting element of the Democrats of
Loulsiana.

Robert Ewing and his kind are but hangnails on the hands
of the Louisiana Democracy. Until amputated they will con-
tinue fo irritate and prevent the performance of those func-
tions of government which will advance the State, for they are
blind to this advancement, having an eye solely to the exploita-
tion of publie jobs.

If the Senator proposes to align himself with these, it is his
business, and I shall offer no eriticisin of him for such conduet.
But T warn him when inspired to praise the grandeur of Robert
Ewing my name must be let alone. I have no ambition for
comparisons with Robert Ewing, nor do I follow the banner of
him or his class. And it might as well be understood now that
I shall tolerate no such criticisms as those evidently intended
by the remarks of the Senator as reported in the paper of
Robert Ewing, the national committeeman from Louisiana.

I ean not conclude this explanation, Mr. President, without
notice of the fact that former Senator Foster, of Louisinna, is
reported in the account of the Franklin meeting to have con-
curred in the statement made at that place by my colleague.

The former Senator was the chosen leader in the antilottery
campaign. In fact, one can not think-of the antilottery cam-
paign without at the same time thinking of Senator Foster,
Chief Justice White, and Gov. Nichols, the leaders in that fight
against a vicious system, as they personified the issue. It was
the first political ecampaign in which I engaged. Our main
objective was the dominant necessity of destroving the lottery
and the power of its allied bosses rather than the minor neces-
sity of maintaining party regularity. In fact, the lottery com-
pany and its allied bosses had secured control of the party
organization, and our efforts to destroy the baneful influences
of both were directed of necessity without regard to party
régularity. For a quarter of a century from that day to this,
the former Senator enjoyed my politieal and personal confidence
uninterrupted. If he at any time had any political aspiration
to the accomplishment of which I did not lend my efforts, it
escapes my mind at this moment. If at any time during that
period there has been anything of a political nature that I
did not confide to:him and gave to, and I imagine received
from, him fthe fullest confidence, the knowledge of it does not
rest with me. T will not believe; I can not believe, upon the
mere statement of n publication of the character of the * Daily
States,” under the controlling management of Robert Ewing,
that former Senator Foster concurred in what my colleague
stated, and which I have here refuted. Nay, Mr. President, I
would not believe it on the statement of any man short of the
former Senator himself,

In the many talks which I had with the former Senator re-
garding the details of these matters, T am quite clear in the
statement that the facts which I recited to him are at utter
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variance with the statement of .my colleague, in which the

former Senator is reported to have concurred.

Mr. RANSDELL., Mr. President, I very much regret that the
speech, or rather the several speeches delivered by me in the
political eampaign in the State of Louisiana the week before
last, should have been made the subject of a heated controversial
address on the floor of the Senate by my colleague [Senator
Broussarp]. I do not think the forum of this great legislative
body is the proper place in which to wash soiled political linen,
and I do not intend to engage in any controversy in regard to
this matter. Matters of this kind should be settled in my own
State.

In order, however, that the Senate may see exactly what I
did say in my speeches in Louisiana, I wish to ask for publica-
tion in the Recorp of a stenographic report of my speech de-
livered at the city of Thibodaux, La., on the 16th of this month,
in behalf of the Democratic candidate for governor of Lounisiana
and his associates on the Democratic ticket. It was the only
speech of eight that I delivered that was taken down by a
stenographer as the words fell from my lips, and so far as I
have been able to go over it as it appears in the New Orleans
Daily States of the 21st instant, it seems to have been cormct!y
reported. I ask that it may be published in the REcorbp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Louisiana? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

The speech referred to is as follows:

“ DEMOCRATIC PArRTY 18 OXLY REAL FRIEND OF THE BUGAR INDUSTRY,
Bays Srare’s BENIOR SENATOR—DEFENDS NATIONAL COMMITTEE-
MAX FroM UNJUST ATTACES; SAYS HE BSAVED -PLANTERS THREE
YEARs' GrAcE; BcorEs PROGRESSIVE PARTY; WHY DEMOCRATS
SHovLp SupPporT DEMOCRATIC NOMINEES ; PAYS TRIBUTE TO THE
NATIONAL ADMINISTRATION.

“The tour of Senator Joserr E. Ransperr through the third
district did much to stir the fighting spirit of the gallant Demo-
crats who are fighting against great odds to redeem it to the
Democratic Party. Large and enthusiastic meetings greeted him
in nearly every parish in which he spoke.

“ Below is given a stenographic report of the speech delivered
by Mr. RaxspeErr on March 16 at Thibodaux. He spoke with
like vigor throughout the district. It is timely for the people
of Louisiana to read the sparks which he ﬂnshed from the Demo-
cratic anvil ;

“ Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, I am delighted to be
here this evening. I have met so many good friends and have
had so many warm handshakes since I reached your little city
this evening that I am feeling just now much like a certain
young man did once, who for several years had been trying to
pop the question. He was a timid young fellow, a farmer, very
much in love with Mary, but he could not screw up his courage
to the asking point, but finally one evening he got the fateful
words out, and Mary promised to marry him. She had been
ready to say ‘yes’' for several years. John was supremely
happy when he left her that evening, and, in walking through
the fields from Mary's house to his own, looked up into the
bright blue sky, where the stars were shining beautifully, and,
raising his hands, he said: *Oh Lord God, I ain’t got nothing
agninst nobody.” And I am feeling very much that way this
evening, wyself. [Laughter and applause.] I have been
through this distriet, where I heard there was some Progressive
strength, for the last four days, and I am so thoroughly con-
vinced that the Democrats are going to sweep it on the 18th
of next April that ‘I ain't got nothing against nobody ' this
evening. [Applanse.]

“1 came a long way to be with you; all the way from the
city of Washington. TJome of the opposition in Louisiana are
pretending to wonder how I could leave Washington at this
busy time. I will tell you why I left. Because the Demo-
crats of this State called me, and I have never failed when
Democracy calls. If T ever do fail I sincerely hope my right
hand will wither and my tongue become palsied. However, in
coming I knew there was nothing that really demanded my
presence in Washington, for Thursday of last week the Senate
began the consideration of the Tillman armor-plate bill, with
a distinet agreement to vote on that measure on the 22d day
of this month, to wit, on Wednesday of next week. That is
the measure now being considered in the United States Senate.
It is the unfinished business and will be considered until next
Wednesday, when it will be voted upon, and before that I will
be back there ready to vote.

Y NO MEASURES UP IN BENATE DURING ABSENCE.

“While there are no measures coming up in the Senate during
my absence that are of any special concern in Louisiana, there
is a measure in the House of the greatest interest, and I have

a4 message to give you about it which I received one hour ago.
It reads:
“ WasnixgToN, D. C., March 16, 1916—5.10 p. m.

“ Hon. Jos. E. RaNspELL, Thibodaux, La.:

“ Yote on free sugar repeal : Affirmative, 346; negative, 14.”

“ [Great applause.]

* Now, that is a message I know you will be glad to receive,
and it tells of a vote by a Democratic Congress [applause],
showing that a Democratic House of Representatives, controlled
absolutely by a Democratic Speaker and Democratic Members,
has repealed the free-sugar clause of the tariff act which is so
harmful to the people of this district. [Applause.] They re-
pealed it, my friends, because they knew that the party had
made & mistake originally, and the President of this Republic,
Woodrow Wilson, was big enough, wise enough, and broad-
minded enough to acknowledge his mistake and ask them to
repeal it. [Great applause.]

“The measure passed the House to-day and will be sent to
the Finance Committee of the Senate, which will consider it
for a week or 10 days, and probably by the 25th or 27th of this
month it will be reported to the full Senate, and may be voted
upon in that body abont the 1st of next month. I sincerely hope
it will, and long before it is ready to be voted on I shall be back
to lend any assistance I can, if my assistance is needed. But it
will not be needed, because we all know that it is going to pass,
for there is no practical objection to it. [Applaunse.]

“J¥ILL BE ON HAND TO URGE UNITED STATES FLOOD CONTROL.

“There is one other matter which, it is said, I ought to be in
the Senate to look after, namely, flood control. I am going to
tell you something about it. There is now before the House a
bill referring to flood control. I am not a Member of the House,
but was for many years, and am deeply interested in that sub-
ject, just as you are. On Friday last I went before the com-
mittee having this measure in charge, of which your distin-
guished Representative [Mr. MArTIN] is an active member, and
made an argument giving the committee the benefit of such ex-
perience as I have had, and asking them as to how the measure
should be constructed. They are working upon it now, and
before very long will report their findings to the House of Rep-
resentatives. In two or three weeks or longer that measure will
be returned to the Senate, and I will be there to look afrer the
interest of this district and State in that important particular.
So, as T have said, there is nothing now to have held me in Wash-
ington, and none but matters of the greatest moment, requiring
my constant attention in Washington, could have made me feel
it other than my plain duty to respond to the call of Democracy.
[Applause.]

“ Prior to discussing several national issues which I wish to
bring before you, I desire to say a few words about the State
issues in this campaign and about the candidates.

“1 have known Mr. Parker for many years. I esteem him
as one of my friends. I have visited in his home and he has
visited in mine. He owns a large plantation in East Carroll,
where I live, and for many years I shipped cotton to him, because
that is my business—a cotton planter in East Carroll. I have
none but the very kindliest feelings for Mr. Parker, but I can
not agree with his political principles, and anything that I say
this evening about him must be understood with the explanation
that personally I regard him most highly.

“ TELLS WHY PARKER SHOULDN'T BE GOVERNOR.

“ T think, however, it would be an extreme misfortune for Mr.
Parker to be elected governor of Louisiana, and for several rea-
sons. Democracy's candidate, Mr. Pleasant, has just brought
out several points, and without desiring to repeat in detail what
he has said, there are three things I wish to emphasize that
Mr. Parker advocates which I can not agree to follow: First,
he is opposed to primary elections; second, he favors the short
ballot; and, third, he wishes a constitutional convention of 25
members.

“ Now, do you think we should discard the primary and re-
turn to the old convention system? Mr. Parker has had a great
deal to say about bosses and ring rule. I wish to ask the gentle-
men in this audience who are past 40 years of age, especially
those past 50, where the bosses and the rings get in their best
work? Isitin the convention or in the primary? In the old con-
vention days a few delegates would assemble in the courthouse
here in Thibodaux, and would be ruled, absolutely, by four or
five men, and when I say Thibodaux I use it as an illustration
for each parish in the State. All the parish conventions which
met throughout the State that I ever knew anything about were
practically monopolized by four or five men. And the same
was true of your congressional and State conventions. The boss
can get in his work in a convention far better than he can be-
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fore the people, and I think Mr. Parker, and everyone else who

advoeates a return to the old convention system, is making a

grave mistake. I, for one, have far more confidence in the wis-

dom of a united Democracy and a united people of the State

than I have in a little band assembled in convention. [Ap-
Inuse,

¢ 11543] “ PARISHES WOULD NOT HAVE REPRESENTATION.

“In regard to this constitutional convention of 25, do you not
think, my friends, if we have a convention which is to frame
our organie law, the parish of Lafourche should be represented?
Do you not recollect that great event in the history of this Na-
tion, where our forefathers rebelled against the power of Great
Britain, because they were taxed without sepresentation? The
imposition of that tax was the principal cause of the Revolu-
tionary War. Yet Mr. Parker proposes a constitutional conven-
tion in this State, which is far more important than ordinary
taxation, in which more than half of the parishes of the State
would be without representation. He thinks there should be
25 members of that convention. There are 64 parishes in the
State. He says there ought to be but two from each congres-
sional district. Possibly Lafourche might win one, but if she
should, several other parishes would be without any. His plan
gives two from each congressional district, and nine to be se-
lected in some other way. He does not tell you how. The sup-
position is that they might be named by the governor or the
State central committee.

“ Does that look as if he was opposed to bossism, when he ad-
voeates o convention, limiting its membership to 25, well know-
ing if he had the power of appointing 9 of those men or his in-
timate friends and political associates on his executive com-
mittee had that power they would Lhave to secure control of
only 4 others in order to absolutely dominate the convention
and thus frame the organic law under which our people would
live for perhaps a quarter or a half century?

" DISSECTS PARKER'S SHORT-BALLOT IDEA.

“Then take this short ballot Mr. Parker is advocating. He
thinks we should elect a governor and a lieutenant governor,
anil let the governor name the men to fill the other important
oflices. You have just listened to an address by the gentleman
who is the candidate for attorney general. Don't you like to
have candidates for big offices come before you? ‘In unity of
counsel there is much wisdom," says the Scriptures; and don't
you think the united wisdom of the people themselves is just as
great in the selection of an attorney general, a secretary of
state, an auditor, a superintendent of edueation, register of the
State land office, treasurer, commissioner of agriculture, ete., as
would be that of one man?

“ Do you wish to see inaugurated the centralized system of
government which was advocated by that great Federalist,
Alexander Hamilton, in the early days of this Republic? Do
you wish to have a government by a few men or one ‘ of the peo-
ple, by the people, and for the people,’ as advocated by the
father of Democracy, Thomas Jefferson? [Applause,]

“ Mr. Parker, both by his speeches and the methods he ad-

voeates, indicates he is a believer in the doectrines of Hamilton
rather than those of Jefferson, and that he has no confidence in
the people.

“Let me cite one instance how his plan might work. Take
the office of superintendent of public eduecation. You have now
a splendid man in that position who has filled it so ably and done
so much for the cause of education that the people did not eare
to put up anyone against him, and he is therefore standing for
reelection without opposition. Would you like to confer upon
any governor the power, perhaps through personal pique or some
poiitical purpose, to set aside a man like Tom Harris?

“PARKER NOT IN ACCORD WITH COMMON PEOPLE.

“So on these three points Mr. Parker is not in accord with
the common people; that he is really in harmony with the
boss system; that he is in touch with the idea of control by a
very few men. And you all know that when a few men get
in power that the blg interests usually ean control them and
that a few men control them very often to the detriment of the
plain people. [Applause.]

*There has been a great deal said about bossism and ring
rule and a bitter denunciation of Col. Robert Ewing. If you
read ceriain newspapers and listen to many of Mr. Parker's
speeches, you would think the issue in this eampaign is Ew-
ing—not Progressivismm against Democracy, but against Ew-
ing. My friends, suppose Col. Ewing should unfortunately

die to-morrow, do you think Mr. Parker would quit the eam-
paign? Oh, no; he would go on, and yet he is trying to make
it appear that Ewing is the real issue.

* I wish to tell this audience in this great sugar parish a little
piece of history in regard to Ilobert Ewing, and I preface my

-in the Senate.

remarks by saying I am no apologist for Col. Ewing, for he is
well able to take care of himself [applause], and I do this
merely as an act of justice.

“When the great fizht came on three years age for the
repeal of the duty on sugar and the passage of a general tariff
act in Washington, you sent several representatives to confer
and advise with the Congressmen from the sugar district and
the Senators, I was in the thick of the fight, and, although
I came from a cotton section of Louisiana, hundreds of miles
away from the sugar section, no man worked harder for sugar
than I. You recall that I spoke several times on the subject
You recall, on account of sugar being placed
on the free list, I voted against the entire tariff bill, although
I approved of 99 per cent of it. [Applause.] I thought this
one piece of injustice to my State was so great that I should
vote against the measure as a whole, which I did, thereby
risking my political fortunes; for, my friends, let me tell you
there are a great many interests in Louisiana besides sugar
[applaus.], and many people who do not eare much about
sugar [applause], and many of them became angry with me.
I believe they have gotten over it. I hope they have, at any
rate.

" PAYTS HIGH COMPLIMENT TO ROBERT EWING.

“When the fight was going on we found that sugar was
practically certain to go on the free list. Your representatives
and myself conferred, and I suggested there was one man
in Louisiana who could get closer to President Wilson than any-
body else; who could secure constant interviews with him;
who could appeal to him in a personal way, and on the ground
of gratitude ask favors which no other could ask, and that man
was Robert Ewing. [Applause.]

“ Col. Ewing had been a leader of the Wilson forces prior to
the Baltimore convention. After the convention nominated Mr.
Wilson, Ewing was a member of the committee of fifteen that
had charge of Mr. Wilson’s compaign. He went to the city of
Chicago and spent several months there, neglecting his own
business and doing everything possible to elect Mr. Wilson. He
became very close in a personal way with the Hon. Albert Bur-
leson, afterwards made Postmaster General.

“I knew all of those things, and I knew from what I had
heard Mr. Ewing say that he was a real and true friend of
sugar, and so I suggested that he be sent for to help us in the
fight. He came, armed with a resolution of the sugar people
asking him to do what he could, and remained in Washington
for several weeks, making a determined and vigorous fight. It
seemed impossible to do anything.

*When Col. Ewing saw that he went to the President and
appealed to him, saying: ‘ Mr. President, if sugar is to be put
on the free list, give a few years of grace to those people. Give
them a chance to get ready, an opportunity to go into some
other kind of agricultural pursuit. The sugar business is the
only one they know, and they could not change to any other im-
mediately.” He urged upon the President the sugar people be
given at least seven years.

“EWING GAINED GRACE FOR SUGAR PEOPLE,

“This was the situation until the President summoned to a
final conference with him Col. Ewing, Senator-elect BROUSSARD,
and myself. We went to the White House and had a heart-to-
heart talk with the President. I never argued in my life,
ladies and gentlemen, or fought as hard as I did that night with
President Wilson for a three years' extension of the sugar duty.
Mr. Broussarp and myself finally retired, leaving Col. Ewing
with the President, and on our way from the building we saw
Mr. Uxperwoop, then chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. He, too, had been summoned by the President, and the
next day when the bill was reported to the House it carried a
three years' grace for the sugar people; and I want to say to
you, my friends, as solemnly as I ever said anything in my life,
that to Robert Ewing a great deal more than to any other man
you owe the extension of three years of the duty on sugar.
[Great applause.]

‘“Suppose you hadn't gotten that extension? Sugar would
have been on the free list two years ago. The duty would all
have been taken off, and-instead of having that duty extended,
as it's going to be, and for an indefinite period—and right here
I want to say I don’t believe it will ever be taken off again—it
would have been on the free list, and then it couldn’'t have been
put back except as a part of a tariff bill. You see, when Con-
gress s merely extending a duty that already exists—merely
carrying for a longer period a tax that the people are now
bearing—it’s rather an easy thing to do; but if Congress at-
tempted to impose a burden of 1 cent a pound on sugar when
it had been free for several years it would be difficult to put
through a measure of that sort. It couldn't be done.
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“So to Robert Ewing more largely than to any other you
owe the extension of the duty; and I want you sugar people to
think about that when he is so bitterly assailed, and I want
you to remember the part I took. I was there, fighting just as
hard as I could, and I would do the same thing again if it be-
came necessary. I believe, with many others, that my party
made a mistake, but I also know that it is big enough and has
courage enough to correct its mistake, which it is doing now.
[Great applause.]

* Should I leave my party and join the Progressives because
of one mistake? Should I give up my principles because my

party made a mistake on one or two things, or should I stand by.

it and try to correct the errors in its ranks? We should all stay
in the ranks, and especially so when we belong to a party which,
although it may make some mistakes, yet in the vast majority
of cases has proved far more beneficial to the plain people of the
country than the Republicans. [Great applause.]

“1 stayed, and I was glad to stay, and I waut to tell you of
some splended things this party has done for the Nation. Before
doing it, however, before I get away from this talk about bosses,
bossism, and ring rule, I am tempted to tell you another story.
On a certain occasion there was a big religious gathering up in
the mountains of Tennessee, and when the excitement grew
rather intense one of the lay brothers, who stood about six feet
two in his stocking feet and had a treraendously loud voice, raised
that great voice of his and shouted so loud that one could hear
him for nearly a mile, ‘ Tally ho, hell and damnation.” Then he
walked over to another part of the building and again raising his
voice, shouted out, * Tally ho, hell and damnation.” He repeated
that several times, and finally the minister in charge of the
meeting went to him and said, * Brother Smith, what do you
mean by saying “ Tally ho, hell and damnation”? I am familiar
with the Scriptures from Genesis to Revelations, and never have
1 read anything that sounds at all like “ Tally ho, hell and dam-
nation.” Now, what does it mean?' ‘Obh, said he, ‘ Brother
Brown, it don't mean anything, but it's a powerful thing to
sound on.” [Applause.] I am sure you see the application, All
this talk about ring rule and bossism does not mean anything.
There will always be rings, for as soon as one faction is over-
thrown its successor forms its ring, and if you put down the
present ring in New Orleans there would be another one formed
immediately. That is one of the penalties we pay for a demo-
eratic form of government, and if one ring does not suit us we
put it out at the end of four years and create another. All of
this talk about rings and bosses ‘ don't inean anything.’ But it
is being used like many other things to catch votes with. In
other words, *it's a powerful thing to sound on.! [Applause.]

“THINKS T. R. IS IN REPUBLICAN PARTY.

“ I promised to tell you of some of the things that the Demo-
cratic Party has done, but before coming to that I must say
a few words about the Progressive Party. I do so in the kind-
liest spirit, for I do not like to speak other than good of the
dead and dying. Who is the Progressive Party and what is
it? Theodore Roosevelt has constituted for a good while the
Progressive Party, but I do not believe he constitutes it now.
1 think he is practically in the Republican Party, but if not
I am sure he will be there very soon. Are you good people
in this section of Louisiana ready to go into the Republican
Party or have you simply risen in protest against fancied
wrongs by the Democratic Party? I think most of you have
joined the Parker movement as a sort of protest against what
the Democratic Party has done that you think is wrong. Sup-
pose Mr. Parker is elected governor of Louisiana and the Pro-
cressive Party dies in June, after the meeting of the Republi-
can convention in Chicago, then what is going to happen to
Mr. Parker? Do you think he will come back to the Demo-
cratic Party? I hardly think so. He voted for Mr. Taft,
the Republican candidate for the Presidency in 1908, and he
voted and worked for Mr, Roosevelt, the Progressive candi-
date, in 1912, e has been antagonizing in every imaginable
wiy the Demoeratic Party and its policies for many years,
and surely he ean not come back into the Democratic Party.
He must logically go into the Republican Party, and if he does
that are you prepared to follow?

“Why do I say the Progressive Party is going to die next
June? I say it because it is practically dead now. It is now so
considered in Washington, as it has only six Members in the
House and one in the Senate. Two great parties are in ex-
istence to-day—Republicans on the one hand and Democrats
on the other. Mr. Roosevelt received an enormous vote in
1912, but at the congressional elections in 1914 the Progressive
Party practically died away. There were then very few Pro-
gresssive votes cast because they had gzone back to their for-
wer allegiance—the Republican Party.

“ CONVENTIONS SAME DAY, SAME CITY.

“What happened when the Progressive national committee
met in Chicago some weeks ago to issue a call for a national con-
vention? It passed a resolution providing that the Progressive
national convention should be held in Chicago on the same day
the Republican convention is to meet there, and it expressed the
hope that the Progressives would nominate the same man as the
Republicans and be governed and controlled by the same prin-
ciples. Let me read to you from the call:

" We call the national convention of the Progressive Party to assemble
in Chicago at the same time the national convention of the Republican
Party is to assemble there. We take this action belleving that the surest
way to secure for our country the required leadership will be by having,
it possible, both the Pgpgressive and the Republican Party choosing the
same standard bearer and the same principles. .

“ Does anyone want to tell me the party is not dead, when its
national committee says it will meet in Chicago the same day as
the Republican Party, and * hopes it will choose the same stand-
ard bearer and adopt the same principles’ ? It can not be a
separate and independent party when that state of facts ex-
ists; and it concludes its call by saying:

“ We are confident that the rank and file of the Re

t]&e ‘t‘ery large independent vote of this country wlB
effort.

ublican Party and
support such an

* BERIOUS TO FOLLOW PARKER INTO REPUBLICAN PARTY.

“ So, my friends, if you are consistent and vote the Progressive
ticket, you will simply be voting for Mr. Parker; and if you do
that to be consistent, you should follow him into the Republican
Party, and that will be a serious thing to do.

* I wish to tell you another story, and it is not a humorous one
this time. It is related on one occasion the Shah of Persia, in
his city of Bagdad, heard a man in the streets erying in a loud
voice, ‘ If anyone will give me $5,000, I will tell him something
of great value The Shah had the man brought before him,
who said: ‘ Your Majesty, never do anything without first con-
sidering well what the end will be.” The money was paid to
him, and the attendants of the Shah said the story told by this
man was a ridiculous one, but the Shah had respect for what the
man had told him and said he was glad to pay $5,000 for such
advice. And he ordered the words ‘ Never do anything without
first considering well what the end will be’ inscribed on the
walls of the palace and on his gold and silver plate. Several days
later the Shah was taken sick, and sent for a doctor, who, before
starting to bleed the Shal, drew from his pocket a lancet, and
happening to glance at the golden vessel that had been brought in
to receive the blood, suddenly turned pale, put the lancet back,
and drew out another and was about to proceed with his work
when the Shah said in a sharp voice: * What did you mean, sir,
by changing that lancet? Why didn't you bleed me with the
first lancet you took out of your pocket?”’ The doctor fell on his
knees and confessed that he had been hired by the grand vizier
to bleed the Shah with a poisoned lancet, but when he looked in
the vessel and saw inscribed there these fateful words, ‘ Never
do anything without first considering well what the end will be,’
it flashed through his mind * What will my end be if I bleed
the Shah with this poisoned lancet? The grand vizier, who em-
ployed me to do this deed, will immediately have my head cut off
in order that the evidence against him might be destroyed.

" CAN NOT CONTROL DEMON ONCE TURNED LOOSE.

“ My friends, apply that case here, Think long and well what
the end will be before you go into the Republican Party. And
what will the end be? I do not believe there is a single white
Progressive in this parish or State who wishes to see the negro
brought back into politics, and I know John Parker does not
wish it; but, my friends, things sometimes happen entirely
beyond our control. We unloose forces sometimes which we ean
not manage. There is not a boy of 10 in this audience who
could not go out on the banks of the great Mississippi and with
a sharp spade cut a ditch across the levee in one hour’s time
that would release the floods of that great stream and produce
ruin and devastation, but what could that boy do to control those
vast floods after he had turned them loose? Absolutely nothing.
He can turn a demon loose, but could not control it after it was
loose.

“You can ereate another white political party in this State,
Mr. Parker, but if you do you will create a force that you can
not control. The Negro is a factor in the border States, like
Tennessee and Kentueky ; in the Western States, like Indiana,
Illinois, and Ohio; and in tlhie Eastern seaboard States, like
Maryland, Delaware, and New Jersey, he is a prominet factor.
1t would be impossible to keep him out of polities if we had two
white parties in this State almost equally divided and each con-
tending for the mastery. Automatically he would come back.

“I am free to say that the Progressives now in this district
would oppose his coming back, but when there is put up a Re-
publican ticket from governor to constable, and a Democratic




1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

4919

ticket from governor to constable throughout the State, most of
the candidates would be anxious to get in and, seeking the flesh
pots of Egypt, would get all the votes they counld. It is not so
many years since we had the Negro in politics, and so certain as
you occupy your present seats in this hall, he would come back
again under the conditions I have named, and it would be a
source of great sorrow to Louisiana.
** WOULD SETTLE TROUBLES ' AMONG OURSELVES.'

“Do we want to bring about this condition? Oh, no; we
do not. Let us settle our troubles among ourselves. Suppose
the Democratic Party does things that do not suit you, have you
got to bring in another party to settle your differences?
Can not we get along by ourselves, and can not we in a pri-
mary election name men who should be selected for our local
offices—our constables, justices of the peace, police jurors,
Judges, district attorneys, and so forth? Can not we nom-
inate and select our governors and all the officers who are
to manage our State affairs, and can not we, if necessary,
frame a new constitution? Can not we do all of those things
Just as well among ourselves, fighting, if you please, in a good
family row, if need be? Oh, yes. We have gotten along splen-
didly in the last 20 years, since we got rid of the negro consti-
tutionally. Louisiana has grown and blossomed as the rose.
She has prospered marvelously with one white political party.
All the States of the South are controlled by one white political
party. They do not need but one. We do not need but one.
Then, in God's name, let me beg of you not to do something that
is going to give us two parties, which will bring the negro back
into polities and make Louisiana different from her sister
States. [Applause.]

“ Now, let me state a few things the Democracy has done in
a national way and what she is going to do.

“TELLS OF WILSON'S ACHIEVEMEXNTS.

“The greatest piece of constructive legislation enacted in this
country in the last 50 years is the Federal reserve act passed
by the Wilson administration. When the war in Europe broke
out in August, 1914, there was financial gloom and almost
despair staring our people in the face. The cotton exchange in
New Orleans, the cotton exchange in New York, and stock ex-
changes in a number of the larger cities closed. We thought we
were face to face with the most terrible financial panie in the
whole history of this country. People were looking aghast at
eich other. They knew not what to think. They had seen
panics occur before under far less dangerous conditions. Then
it was that Willlam Gibbs McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury,
came to the front with the Federal reserve act and amended the
Vreeland-Aldrich Act, stepped into the breach and poured into
the money- centers something like $386,000,000, telling the
financiers they could get all the money they needed and there
wis no cause for alarm. He commanded the waves of unrest
to be stilled, and they were stilled, Business became stable and
has continued so ever since, in spite of the most terrific up-
heaval across the water the world has ever known. We have
gone on, continuing to prosper, and during the past year the
United States has enjoyed the most unrivaled prosperity in all
its history, largely as the result of that splendid Democratic
legislation. [Great applause.]

*“The Republicans were in power, as you know, for a great
many years. Why did not they enact some laws of that kind?
They knew that the national-banking law was defective. They
knew it had brought on a pani¢ no longer ago than 1907, but
they did not act.

“TALKS ABOUT RURAL CREDITS ACT,

“At the present moment there is pending in the Senate and in
the House of Representatives, under Democratic guidance, a
measure that is of special interest to the farmers throughout
the Union, which is known as the ‘rural credits act’ Now,
where did we get the iden for this? Not from Mr. John M.
Parker, who has put it in his platform, as I understand, but
from the great wise people of * La Belle Krance '; from the far-
seeing people of Germany, of Italy, and of Austria, who many
years ago adopted and put into effect a system of rural credit
banks which loaned money to the farmers at rates of interest
so low as to seem ridiculous to us—33 and 4 per cent. The
Democratic Party, as soon as it got into power, created a com-
mission and sent it to Europe to study the banking and rural
credit systems of those countries, which it did systematically.
Finally a report was made to Congress as the result of its
labors, in favor of creating 12 Iand banks, to be located through-
out the Nation, each with a capital of $500,000, which are to
be affiliated with associations of farmers.

“BEXPLAINS HOW SYSTEM WORKS.

* Suppose we have one of those banks in New Orleans, and

the farmers in this vicinity should wish to borrow money with

which to improve their plantations, to build new houses, to
buy improved maochinery, or to do any of the hundreds of
things to make a farm successful, you will organize a farmers’
loan association, which will affiliate with this bank. And those
who desire to borrow money will give a mortgage on their
country real estate, and they will pay back the principal and
interest at the rate of 6 to 7 per cent per annum. Money can
be gotten very cheaply when it is fully secured ; and this money
will be secured, first, by a mortgage on the land; second, by
the obligation of the loan association; and, third, by the joint
and solidary obligation of all the 12 land banks for each and
every loan of the whole association, which will be responsible
for them. So there can be no better security. Government
bonds would afford no better security. That money thus secured
can be be had at not more than 4 per cent interest. It will cost
about 1 per cent interest to take care of it, which malkes 5.
“Now you can settle the principal, under this system, by
paying 1 per cent per annum for 30 years. So you pay b per
cent for interest and expenses and 1 per cent on the principal,
or a total of 6 per cent, and the whole debt, principal and in-
terest, is wiped out in 36 years. That is a splendid piece of
legislation that the Democratic Party has been looking after
in the interest of the people; not particularly interested in the
rich, not working up a system that is going to make Rocke-
fellers and Carnegies, who have each given away more than
$300,000,000, and have so much money they do not know what
to do with it, but the Democratic Party is trying to get a sys-
tem under which the poor man can get some good out of life.
That great measure will become a law within the next few
months, and the farmers will get the benefit of it. [Applause.]
* FEDERAL INCOME TAX DEMOCRATIC MBASURE. x

“Let me remind you of another measure that was passed,
namely, the ‘Federal income tax.' Not until the Democrats
came into power was there any tax on incomes. There is not a
poor man in this audience or anywhere in the United States
who has a horse and buggy, a wagon or a pair of mules. a
little house or a little farm, who has ever managed to escape
the tax collector. He always finds yon and makes you pay,
but when it came to the enormously rich man, much of whose
property was in stocks and bonds, he frequently escaped taxa-
tion thereon, but under this new law he is compelled to pay.
It is a tax that does not reach the poor man, because if your in-
come is nunder $3,000 a year you pay nothing. If you happen
to be a bachelor or a maiden lady, or if you are married, you
pay nothing on an income up to $4,

* There is another measure which we are about to get through,
one dear to my heart and one in the interest of every person in
this section of Louisiana, namely, flood-control legislation on the
Mississippi River. Theodore Roosevelt, the demigod of John
M. Parker and the Progressive Party, was President of the
United “States for seven years and was responsible for foreing
through Congress some great pieces of legislation for which T
give him due credit. He forced through, to a great extent, the
Panama Canal legislation, under which we have constructed the
mightiest piece of engineering in all time, a piece of engineering
that cost about $400,000,000. Through his influence Congress
passed the national reclamation act, which has for its purpose
the placing of water on arid lands, and under that act the
Government has spent about $100,000,000 in irrigating the arid
lands of the West and converting them into productive areas.

ROOSEVELT DID NOTHING TOWARD FLOOD CONTROL.

“ But how much money did Roosevelt ever persuade Congress
to spend to protect Louisiana from the floods of 31 States? Did
lie ever have any money spent in a businesslike way to relieve
us of the awful burden of these waters? Oh, no. Mr. Roosevelt
could have put through that legislation, just as he did the other,
if he had kept behind it with all the power of his great position.
But he did not seem to care for us. He loved the people of the
arid West; he constructed the mighty Panama Canal; but did
nothing for the Mississippi Valley, although he secured a small
annual appropriation in the rivers and harbors bill, the same as
he did before he became President. When Mr. Taft was Presi-
dent we got a little more money, although he made no special
effort to give us more.

_ *IWhat is the record of the Democratic Party? When it came
into power it wrote a rivers and harbors bill which carried for
the Mississippi River $£8,000,000, the greatest sum ever carried
in a single bill. And what happened to the hill? It was fili-
bustered against by three Republican Senators—Burton, of
Ohio; GALuINGER, of New Hampshire ; Kexyox, of Towa—and by
leng and determined filibustering, coupled with the necessity for
a great variety of legislation just at the time of the outbreak
of the war in Europe, they were able to delay action on this
bill until the closing days of Congress, when the Democrats were
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foreed to accept a compromise measure of $20,000,000 as a lump-
sum appropriation for all the rivers and harbors of the country,
instead of $54,000,000, which the bill carried as it eame from
the Democratic Rivers and Harbors Committee of the -House
and the Democratic Senate Commerce Committee. That was in
1914. In the spring of 1915 the Democrats had another rivers
und harbors bill prepared which carried $7,000,000 for the Mis-
sissippi, which also met with filibustering tactics by the same
Ttepublican Senators, and we were forced to compromise on
that bill also, getting a lump sum of $30,000,000 for all water-
ways of the country, instead of $44,000,000, which the bill origi-
nally earried, and in that $44,000,000 was $7,000,000 for the
Mississippi River. Those were two Democratic measures, both
of which were killed by the Republicans.
“ DEMOCRATS COME TO AID OF VALLEY.

“And then what happened? When Congress met last fall the
Senators and Representatives from the valley got together and
decided to put through as a part of the Democratic program a
piece of legislation that would control these floods for all time.
We knew the President was friendly, and when a committee
in the House of Representatives was created to take it up the
President named a committee of three members of his Cabinet
to advise him thereon. At this moment there is being framed
in the Flood Centrol Committee of the House of Representatives
a bill which will place in the hands of the Mississippi River
Commission sufficient money tc build levees along this river so
high and so strong that they will control any flood that can come
against them, or, at least, any flood of which we have any record
since the great flood of 1844, and also to do whatever else is
deemed best by the commission. [Applause.]

“ It was my pleasure on Friday last to appear before that com-
mittee and do all within my power to have them make the bill
so broad and so comprehensive and so general that it would
take care not only of the Mississippi River but also the lower
ends of the great streams which empty into it, such as the Ohio,
the St. Francig, the White, the Arkansas, the Yazoo, the Red,
and most of all, the complete control of the Atchafalaya River
down to the Gulf. [Great applause.] That bill is going through
beyond question.

“In conclusion, let me remind you what \\'oodm“ Wilson, the
greatest President who has occupied the White House since the
days of Abraham Lincoln, has done for this Nation. He has kept
it at peace when the world is aflame. Bear in mind that there
has been an awful war on our southern border for several years.
Remember that the people of Europe are engaged in the greatest
struggle of recorded history. Millions of men have been killed
and billions of dollars of property have been destroyed during
this war. Many prominent men of this country have tried to get
us involved in the struggle. You have read about it from time
to time. You know Theodore Roosevelt has been preaching blood
and thunder and fight. You have read that Elihu Root, ex-
Republican Senator from New York, made a bitter speech against
President Wilson in connection with this European war. He has
been assailed time and again by public men in and out of Con-
gress and by newspapers,. but with the wonderful poise of the
truly great man, ¢alm, and clear in his views, firm as the Rock
of Gibraltar, he said to his traducers and to the American peo-
ple, * I will hold the helm of the ship of state steady and firm. I
will preserve the peace of this Nation with honor against all the
world,” If he had done nothing else but this, nothing else except
to keep us at peace with all the world, it would be the greatest
act that any President could do for us, and enough to earn the
efernal gratitude and respect of every citizen of this -Republie,
[Great applause.]

* Just these final words. I am glad to have come among you,
to have had the opportunity of addressing this splendid audience.
I hope my feeble arguments may have some weight with you. I
hope, -my friends, you will consider carefully ‘ what the end will
be ' if you carry out this Progressive movement, which, if success-
ful, you will find to be like the fabled Pandora box, which, when
opened, gave forth a legion of evils which could not be controlled.

‘“ HAS NO FEAR OF RESULT IN STATE.

“But, my friends, I have no fear the manhood of this State
will ever allow this calamity to happen.

“One hundred and fourteen thousand Democrats, a great
majority of the white voters, have participated in a primary
election as fair and as square as any ever held in this State,
They have bound themselves to support the candidate nomi-
nated. They have solemnly declared themselves to be Demo-
crats, and have entered the councils of the party. In so doing
they have incurred the plain obligation to abide by the result.
True, that obligation is not one which can be enforced at law,
but it is one just as binding as an obligation to pay a gambling
debt or a debt barred by proscription. What think you of the

man who, being able, refused to pay such a debt? Equally dis-
honest is the voter who violates his obligation to stand by a
party into whose ranks he voluntarily enters and whose plans
for facing an enemy he helps to make. So, on this account, I
have confidence in the 114,000 sturdy Louisianians who took part
in the election that decreed that splendid north Louisianian,
Ruffin G. Pleasant, to lead the Democratic hosts of this State.

“ Morally and mentally Democracy’s candidate is the equal of
the Progressive-Republican candidate. The policies that he ad-
vocates are as far-reaching and desirable as those of his oppo-
nent, and his ability to enact them into law is certain on account
of the legislature being overwhelmingly Democratic, whereas if
Mr. Parker were elected the State would be thrown into great
confusion and uncertainty in all publie matters, and his admin-
istration, rather than being a blessing, would make for disorder
and chaos.

* So for these reasons, on the 18th of April next, go to the polls
and retake your stand with the party of the white men of the
South, to which you are bound by every tradition of a noble
past and by every promise for the coming years—with the party
of Jefferson, Jackson, and Wilson, of McEnery, Nicholls, and
White. [Great applause.]”

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10385) making appropriations
for the current and contingent expenses of the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with wvarious
Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1917.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment
of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, under the head of
“ Nevada,” on page 59, line 13, to change the number of the
section from “12" to *13.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 14, to strlke
out:

For su%pnrt and education of 280 Indian p gﬂs at the Indlan
school at Carson City, Nev., including pay of supe ntendent, $48,760
for general repairs and improvements, 8,000 ; for irrigating schoo{
farm, $4,000; all, $60,760.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 19, to in-
sert:

For support and edvcation of 800 Indian pupils at the Indian
school at CPG rson City, Nev., including pay of Ruperlntendent. $52,100
for general repairs and 1mpmvements, g ; for irri
farm, $4,000; for new dormitory hullding. $20,000, in all,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page G0, to insert:

¥or the purpose of procuring home and farm sites, with adequate
water rights, and provl'ding agricultaral equipment and instruction
and other necessar% o%“opp"“ or the nonreservation Indians in the
State of Nevada, $1

The amendment was agreed to. ys

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 15, after
“$10,000,” to insert *“to be immediately available and to
remain available until expended,” so as to make the clause
read:

For the purchase of land and water riﬁhta for the Washoe Tribe
of Indians, the title to which is to be held in the United States for
the benefit of said Indians, $10,000, to be immediately available and
to remain available until e Penﬁed for the support and civilization
of said Indians, $5,000; in all, $15,000

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of *“ New Mexico,”
on page 60, line 20, to change the number of the section from
“13" to *14,” and in line 24, after the word * adjoining,” to
insert “or in the vicinity of,” so as to make the clause read:

Sec. 14. For su}:port and educntlon of 450 Indian pupils at the
Indian school at A buquerque. Mex., and for pay of superintendent,

,400; for general repairs and impm?ements, 3 for the
purchase of additional acreage a ing or in the vle‘.nlty of the
school farm, $12,000; in all, 397,40 X

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 61, to strike
out:

gating m:hooi
$89,100.

For support and education of 850 Indian pupils at the Indian
school at Santa Fe, N. Mex., and for pay of superintendent, $59,5650 ;
for general repairs and lmprovementa, $6, ; for water supply.
$1,600; in all, gﬂl}? 1350.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 5, to insert:

For support and education of 400 Indian puplls at the Indlan school
at Santa ¥e, N. Mex., and for pay of anpertnten ent, 389 , for gen-
eral repairs and improvements, $8,000; for water sup, i‘ 600 ;

;hl%scogstructlon of an assembly hall and gymnasium, l; 9, 006 in

The amendment was agreed to,

all,
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The next amendment was, on page 61, line 19, after the words
“Nuvajo Iteservation,” to strike out *$15,000” and insert
“$54,0007; and in line 22, after * $54,000,” .to strike ont:
“snid sum to be reimbursed from any funds which are now or
may hereafter be placed in the Treasury to the credit of said
Indians,” so as to make the clause read:

For construction work on the Indian highway extendin
Mesa Verde National Park to Gallup, N. Mex., on the Navajo Reserva-
tion, $54,000: Provided, That such sum shail be expended under the
direction of the Secretary of the Interior in such manner and at such
times and places as he may deem proper, and in the employment of
Iudian labor as far as possible for the construction of said highway.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “ New York,”
on page 62, line 2, to change the number of the section from
434 7 to 3B

T'he amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of * North Caro-
lina,” on page 62, line 11, to change the number of the section
from *15" to “16." =

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 15, to insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and ddirected to acquire a site at or near the town of Pembroke, Robe-
son County, N. C., and cause to be erected thereon suitable huﬂdinfs
for a school for the Indians of Robeson County, N. C.,, now living in
Robeson and surrounding counties in North Carolina, and the sum of
£50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any mone&' in the Treasury not
otherwise a¥ ropriated, to pay for the site and the erection of the
buildings, at after the aforesaid buildings are erected, the sum of
$10,000 is hereby appropriated for the conduct and maintenance of sald
school for the Indians of Robeson County, N. C., under the supervision
of the Secretary of the Interior, in accordance with the provisions of
lnw for the conduct and maintenance of schools for the Indians by
the United States Government.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next nmendment was, under the head of “ North Dakota,”
on page 63, line 7, to change the number of the section from
*16" to 17"

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 24, after * $4,000,”
to insert “to be immediately available,” so as to make the
clanse read:

IFFor support and education of 400 Indian pupils at Fort Totten In-
dian School, Fort Totten, N. Dak., and for y of superintendent,
£G8.500 ; sinking wells and making improvements of the water system,
£4.000, to be immediately avallable; for barn, $5,000; for general re-
palrs and improvements, $5,000; in all, §82,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 64, to strike out:

For support and education of 200 Indian pupils at the Indian school,
Wahpeton, N, Dak., and pay ef superintendent, $35,200; for general
repairs and improvements, $5,000; in all, $40,200.

And to insert:

For support and education of 220 Indian pupils at the Indian school,
Wahpeton, N. Dak., and pay of superintendent, $38,540; for general
l‘l'])lllll'ﬁ and improvements, $8,000; for new school building, $20,000;
in all, $G06,540.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 9, to insert:

The Secretary of the Interior Is hereby authorized to withdraw from
the I'reasury of the United States, from time to time, in his discretion,
all mon{?'s derived from the sale and disposition of surplus lands,
within the limits of the former Fort Berthold Indian Heservation,
N. Dak., arising under the provisions of the act a]{proved June 1, 1910
(30 Stat. L., p. 455), together with the accrued interest thereon, and
distribute the same per capita to the Indians entitled thereto in the
following manner, to wit: To competent Indians in cash share and
share alike and to incompetent Indlans by depositing egual shares to
their Individual eredit in banks bonded and designated as depositories
for individual Indian moneys, subject to expenditure for the benefit of
the Indians entitled under such rules as he may prescribe, and hereafter
annual distributions shall similarly be made of funds accruing under
the provisions of the act herein referred to.

Mr, LODGE. Mpr. President, while, of course, I understand
what is intended, I do not think the following language in the
amendment is quite clear:

Subject to expenditure for the benefit of the Indians entitled under
such rules as he may prescribe.

The word * he " refers to nothing in that sentence, although I
suppose it is intended to refer to the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. ASHURST. To what line does the Senator refer?

Mr. LODGE, I refer to line 24, on page 64, which reads
“under such rules as he may prescribe.” Of course, the lan-
zuage refers to the Secretary of the Interior.

Mr. ASHURST. I think the Senafor’s criticism is a very
proper one, and that the pronoun is too far from its antecedent.
The words * the Secretary of the Interior ™ ought to be inserted
there.

Mr, LODGE. Yes. Those words occur only in the preceding
senfence. I move that amendment to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

from the

The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 24, before the word “ may,”
it is proposed to strike out “he " and to insert “ the Secretary
of the Interior,” so as to read * under such rules as the Secretary
of the Interior may prescribe,” and so forth.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resimed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
on page 65, after line 2, to inzert:

To enable the SBecretary of the Interior to redeem a mortgage on the
allotment selection of Starr MeGHlis, a Turtle Mountain Chippewa
Indian, described as the northwest quarter of section 34, township 164
north, range T0 west of the fifth principal meridian, North Dakota,
$1,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the said sum to be re-
imbursed from the rentals of said allotment not to exceed 50 per cent
of the amount of rentals received annually : Provided, That in the event
a patent in fee shall be issued for this land before the United States
shall be wholly reimbursed as herein provided the amount remainin
unpaid shall become a first lien on such allotment, and the fact of suc
lien shall be recited on the face of the patent in fee and the amount
of the lien set forth thereon, and the recelpt of the Secretary of the
Interior, or of the officer, agent, or employee duly anthorized by him
for that purpose, for the payment of the amonnt of the mortgage, when
duly recorded by the recorder of deeds in the county wherein the land
is located, shall operate as a satisfaction of such lien,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 65, after line 22, to insert:

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to reimburse Benson County,
N. Dak,, for moneys actually paid to the State of North Dakota for care
and maintenance of insane Indians at the State insane asylum, as fol-
lows : Joseph Langer, $457.44; Mary J. Pejibutaskana, $410; Alfred
Littlewind, $630; all, $1,407.44,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the head of “Oklahoma,” on
page 66, line 6, to change the number of the section from “ 17"
tO “ 18."

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 18, to insert:

To pay the Women's Board of Domestic Missions, Reformed Church
in America, $10,000 to reimburse said board for buildings on the Fort
Sl Military Reserve, in the State of Oklahoma, constructed by said
board with the consent of the Government and utilized for the educa-
tion and civillzation of the Fort Sill Apache ?risoners of war until the
removal of said Indlans from sald Fort Sill Military Reserve.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Oklahoma if he will not allow that amendment to go over?

Mr. OWEN. Let the item go over, Mr. President.

Mr. ASHURST. We may finish the bill to-day.

AMr. OWEN. Of course, if it goes over it is only temporary.
If it is proposed to conclude the consideration of the bill to-day,
it will have to come up before the bill is disposed of. With
that understanding, I agree that the amendment may go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed
over.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
on page 68, after line 20, to insert:

For continuing the relief and settlement of the Apache Indians for-
merly confined as prisoners of war at Fort Sill Military Reservation,
Okla., on lands in Oklahoma to be selected for them by the Secreta
of the Interior and the Secretary of War, $£40,000, to be expend;s
under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior and
the Secretnﬂnof War may prescribe, and to be immediately avallable
and to rem available until expended.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, may that amendment go over
in connection with the one which the Senator from North Da-
kota [Mr, Groxxa] has just asked to have passed over?

Mr, OWEN. T have no objection to the amendment going
over temporarily.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed
over temporarily.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
under the subhead * Five Civilized Tribes,” on page 69, line 20,
to change the number of the section from “18” to “19,” and
in line 22, after the word * employees,” to strike out “ $175,000
and insert “$185,000, of which $10,000 shall be immediately
available,” g0 as to make the clause read:

Sec. 19. For expenses of administration of the affairs of the Five

Civilized Tribes, Oklahoma, and the compensation of employees, $185,-

000, of wiich $10,000 shall be immediately available.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, ASHURST. Mr. President, although we have passed the
North Dakota items, I observe that through some typographicail
or other error there has been omitted one item which was ap-
proved by the committee, as Senators will remember. I will
read the item, which I will ask to have inserted in the bill:

For the erection of a headstone to mark the grave of Searlet Crow,
tltsﬁloux Indian, chief of the Wahpeton Tribe, who was buried March

1867, In the Congressional Cemetery at Washington, D. C, in a
G-R A, 22,7 §100, st :

grave marked “ 76-R
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That amendment was agreed to by the committee, I ask that
it be agreed to by the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Where does the Senator desire the
amendment to be inserted?

Mr. ASHURST. On page 66, after line 4, at the end of the
North Dakota items.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
on page 70, line 17, after the word “ act,” to insert * except where
contracts have been heretofore approved by the Secretary of the
Interior, in accordance with existing law, which contracts the
Secretary as authorized to settle and discharge ”; so as to make
the clause read:

Provided further, That the money pald to the enrolled members as
provided herein shall be exempt from any lien for attorneys’ fees or

The question is on agreeing to the

- other debt contracted prior to the passaie of this act ex t whero
contracts have been heretofore approved the Secreta the In-
terior, in accordance with existing law, which contracts Secretary
is authorized to settle and discharge.

Mr. GORE. Mr, President, I desire to move an amendment
to come in at the close of the amendment just read. The amend-
ment consists of the following words:

Provided further, That the payments made under such contracts
shall mot exceed $1,950.

I understand, Mr. President, that that is the aggregate amount
of the contracts proposed to be paid under this amendment. If
thml:It;e true, I think it would be well to make the limitation
explicit.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, if my memory serves me
correctly, my impression was that the claim was for $1,500, but
if the Senator from Oklahoma, who has made the computation,
says it amounts to the sum indicated by him, I have personally
no objection to the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator
from Oklahoma will be stated.

The SEcrETARY. On page 70, line 20, after the word *dis-
charge,” it is proposed to insert:

Provided jJurther, That the yments made und
o geed 1’950, pay under such contracts

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment to the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I do not know that I am justified
in taking the time of the Senate in commenting upon this section
of this bill. which proposes to make per capita payments of
$300 each to the Choctaws and $200 each to the Chickasaws:
and yet I feel that at least a few words ought to be said te the
Senate setting forth what this provision really accomplishes.
It means that we shall pay out to the Indians of Oklahoma
more than $7,000,000; I think, with the other appropriations
made for Oklahoma, it means that we will pay out from
eight to ten million dollars this year. I do not object that this
money does not belong to the Choctaws or the Chickasaws. I
think the funds are in the Treasury which belong to them ; but,
in conferring with those who are conversant with conditions
there, I am told that there is no probable question that within
G0 days from the date that these sums are paid over to the
Indians one-half of them will be separated from their money ;
indeed, one man with whom I conversed—and he was friendly
to this legislation—said he had no doubt that within six months
75 per cent of the money would be gone.

In families, say, of five or six, each drawing £200 or $300,
the agzregate amounts to $1.000 to $2,000 per family, and in
some families much more. My judgment is that these large
sums should not be given them without some safeguard. We
ought to pay it out in smaller sums; at least, that is my judg-
ment, nmud I give ntterance to my judgment because I think I
have some regard for the welfare of the Indians to whom these
funds will go. It is true the money will find its way into
Oklahoma ; somebody there will get it; but our wards, for whom
we have been conserving this fund for a good many years, will,
in my judgment, be very little benefited by this legislation so
far as more than 50 per cent of them are concerned. The
money will be spent, and spent foolishly, in very many cases
ahout as soon as the Indians get it.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, this per capita payment to the
Choetaws and Chickasaws has been long delayed. It is a dis-
tribution to them of the proceeds of their property which was
promised to them by the agreement of 1802, It has now been
held for 14 years, and in that time nearly one-half of those
people have died without getting the benefit of the property
which was promised to them. Praciically the only point, as I

understand, which was made against paying these people what
was promised to them by the United States is that they will be
separated from their money. I will say, in answer to that, that
I hope in due course of time to receive my salary for this month,
and to be separated from it very promptly thereafter, and I do
not want denial made to me on any such grounds. I take it
that nearly every Senator will expend what is coming to him
in due course ; and it is no reason on earth for the United States
refusing to pay a debt on the ground that the man to whom it is
due and paid will spend it. There remains about $31,000,000
undistributed of this property.

Mr. PAGE. Mr. President, I confess to the truth of all the
Senator has said. He is absolutely right in saying that it is
the money of the Choctaws and Chickasaws and they ought to
have it; but if you were to make the proposed distribution by
a separate bill with a caption of its own, if that caption de-
seribed the real purpose of the bill it would read, “An appropria-
tion for the benefit of a goodly number of whites in Oklahoma—
men having no Indian blood in their veins.”

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there have been very few
more tragic occurrences in the history of the American people
than the treatment by the United States Government and by
the Oklahoma Choctaw Nation of the Mississippi Choctaws, and
there have been a great many tragic and unjust things in our
history. Shakespeare says that—

Oh, it is excellent
To have a giant's strength; but it is tyrannous
To use it like a giant.

The white race has very frequently used its strength like a
giant. In no one particular has that been better illusirated
than in the treatment of the Mississippi Choctaws.

In 1830 “ Old Hickory," with his unbending will, decreed that
there should be a treaty with the Choctaw Indians in the State
of Mississippi to remove them west of the Mississippi River.
Many years later than that, when Andrew Jacokson died, it
was said that one of his negro slaves said to another, “ Do you
reckon Marse Andy is in heaven?” The other said, “ Of course
he is; didn’t you hear him say he was gwine there before he
died?” So, when he made up his mind that there should be a
treaty with the Mississippi Choctaws removing them west of the
river, he had already made up his mind that they had to remove.

There are few more disgraceful pictures in the history of the
country than the means resorted to in order to persuade those
people to consent to go west of the river. They possessed upon
the Yioughenougheny River and upon Pearl River, in the State
of Mississippi, the happiest hunting grounds in the Union.
They are happy hunting grounds even yet, notwithstanding the
intrusion of population, and notwithstanding the change of the
character of population under which most people are now not
hunters, but merchants, lawyers, or something else.

When finally the treaty was entered into even Old Hickory
found that he had to agree that those of the * Mississippi Choe-
taws,” or those of the Choctaws who remained in the State of
Mississippi and would not consent to the surrender of their
tribal and thereto treaty rights, had to have an agreement with
them that they were to have *“ all the privileges of citizens of
the Choctaw Nation,” even without removing from Mississippi,
except that they could not share in * the annuity ™ given to those
who did remove.

Year followed year, decade followed decade, and finally the time
came when they proceeded to find out what were “ the privileges
of the citizens of the Choctaw Nation " in the Indian Territory—
the old Indian Territory, consisting of the present State of
Oklahoma as a part of it. These people had no vote in the
State of Mississippi. They had cut themselves off from that.
There are a lot of you who disapprove of Mississippi's attitude
with regard to the idea that the governing force in the State
must be members of the white race; but, whether you disap-
prove of it or not, the fact remains that these people, by our
policy and their consent, had no vote in the State of Mississippi.
They were included under the general term of * Indians not
taxed ” and did not vote, under the clause of the Constitution
which prevented certain people from voting, amongst them “ In-
dlans not taxed.”

Mr. President, they are a simple folk. They are an honest
people. I said upon the floor of this body once before—and I
hesitate to repeat myself, but still the chances are that the
men who heard it before were not the men who are now here
preseni—that when I wanted to hire a white man or a negro
to go into the woods and split rails for me, or do any other odd
job that Indians do, I counted the white man’s rails, and I
counted the darkey’s, but it was never necessary to count the
Indian’s, He was honest. When he came to me and told me
he had split 10,000 rails I knew he had split them, and when
he told me where I could find them I knew I could find them.
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Now, they have no votes; they are nothing politically to me;
and yet, Mr. President, I have stood here two Congresses, and I
have stood in the House—I do not remember how many Con-
gresses—and I have defeated Indian Affairs Committee after In-
dian Affairs Committee with a vote of one House or the other. I
have defeated the Indian Affairs Committee of this House—the
Senate—twice, and once when I was sick in bed and could not
come here the Senate, by procrastination and filibustering, car-
ried over the Indian appropriation bill, under the guidance and
leadership of my colleague, until the Indian appropriation bill
itself was defeated, rather than leave these people without their
rights under the law; and the Indian Affairs Committee in this
appropriation bill, under the dominancy of the State of Okla-
homa, has paid no more attention to the views of the Senate
than if the Senate of the United States had not existed.

I went to the chairman of the committee the other day and
proposed, and I renew the proposition now, that if he will reduce
the amount of per capita allowance from $300 to $200, so that
I will know that there will be enough money left in the Treas-
ury for my Mississippi Choctaws—I do not call them mine in
1 politieal sense; they have not a vote, and the Oklahoma Choc-
taws have a whole lot of votes, and that is the difference be-
tween thew—if he will do that, I will let the guestion rest, so
that I may hope at some time in the future to have the entire
question submitted to the Committee on Claims, and I shall
introduce a bill to leave it entirely to them to judge not only of
the legalities and the equities but of the moral and tribal rights
of the Mississippi Choctaws.

Mr. President, citizenship in an Indian tribe was never based
upon territoriality. It was always based upon consanguinity.
I7 there had never been one word said in the Dancing Rabbit
treaty about the rights of the Mississippi Choctaws, they still
would have continued to be citizens of the Choctaw Nation by
consanguinity, just as in ancient Rome and in ancient Athens,
long after so-called ecivilization, men obtained their citizenship in
each city because of their tribal relationship; and it was long
and long and long afterwards before territorialifty was con-
sidered—the tribal membership constifuted eitizenship. So
with the Iroquois; so in Australia.

Because we are at a eritical point in the affairs of the Nation
I want to ask the chairman of the committee if he can not
agree to reduce this per capita allowance to $200? Then I will
know that after that is paid there will be enough left for my
people, or rather these people, if the Court of Claims decides in
their favor.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, in reply to the distinguished
genior Senator from Mississippi, I want to say, first, that I
know that his polite and parliamentary gibe at the committee
being under the domination of the Senator from Oklahoma——

Mr, WILLIAMS. Oh, I did not say “the Senator from
Oklahoma ™ ; T said the State of Oklahoma—in the other House
and in this.

Mr. ASHURST. I am not taking exception to it. I want to
say, on behalf of the Indian Affairs Committee of the Senate,
that the language employed in the bill is the identieal language
which came over from the House, and the committee did not
make any change in that part of it. Now, I may not state the
situation accurately, but I will say to the distinguished Sena-
tor that my best information is that if this per eapita payment
of $300 were made there would still be ample funds to settle
any possible, even conjectural, ¢laim which might be made on
behalf of the Mississippi Choctaws. Speaking further, I think
I state the facts when I say there are $31,000,

Mr. WILLIAMS., Is it a Chickasaw and Choctaw fund, or
purely a Choctaw fund?

Mr. OWEN. Jointly,

Mr. ASHURST. It is a joint tribal fund.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Al, but we have no claim upon the Chick-
asaw part of the fund.

AMr. ASHURST. I am udvised by one of the Senators from
Oklnhoma that only a fourth of it could be or would be charged
to the Chickasaws, leaving three-fourths.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator means, only a fourth of it
would be credited to the Chickasaws.

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; I thank the Senator for the correc-
tion. Leaving three-fourths—I speak in round numbers—of $31,-
000,000 that are available for the Choctaws.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I recognize that the Ameri-
can people are just at this time in a parlous situation. Mexican
troubles are crowding us, European troubles are beginning to
crowd us more and more acutely than ever before, the recent

“sinking by submarine boats not only of belligerent vessels but
ol vessels of neutral powers without warning—all of that sort
of thing is rising above the horizon. I am the last man who
wunts to take up the time of this body and of American prepara-

tion for possible trouble in what might look like the useless con-
sumption of time for a purpose that is not as vital as the things
with which we must soon deal.

I offered to two appropriation bills the following amendment :

The Secretary of the Interior is further authorized and directed to
enroll as members of the sald Choctaw Tribe of Indians all persons—

I ask the attention of Senators to this now—

All persons identified as Mississippi Choctaws by the Commission to
the Five Civilized Tribes, under the provisions of section 21 of the act of
Congress approved June 28, 1808, in the roll and report of said commis-
slon dated March 10, 1899, and in subsequent reports of said commis-
sion, which persons have not hitherto been finally enrolled.

Now, let me explain that; and I especially want the attention
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis], because he was at
that time a member of the Indian Affairs Committee in the
House of Representatives, and, if I mistake not, the chairman of
that committee ; and I can not mistake this, if I am not mistaken
about the contemporaneousness of things, he was the ablest
chairman of that committee that we ever had, with the possible
exception of Mr. SHERMAN, of New York.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr, WILLIAMS. I have not finished my question.

Mr. CURTIS. I want to correct the Senator.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the Senator, I think, will bear me out
in this: After procuring this amendment, of which what I have
read is a part, I ascertained that the committee had put upon
the provision a proviso that these people should move to Okla-
Lioma,

I was at that time minority leader of the House. I had very
little time to do anything except to lead the minority. I was
informed that what I wanted was upon the bill. Later I
found that a provision was upon it saying that these people
should remove from Mississippi to the Indian Territory. I did
not know that until afterwards. Of course, in requiring that
they should remove, the whole contention that they were citizens
by consanguinity and not by territoriality was surrendered.
Then I came to the House as soon as I could, and I got an
appropriation of $20,000 out of the Treasury to remove them.
And after that the Secretary of the Interior and the Bureau of
Indian Afairs wrote to those people and to me, in the State
of Mississippi, when they had written to ask about removing,
and informed them and me that if they did remove to the
Indian Territory, as it was then constituted, they might pos-
sibly be removed as * intruders "—as intruders! At that time
the now distinguished 'Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN]
was the attorney of the Mississippi Choctaws—Winton, Owen
& Winton, or Owen & Winton, or whatever the firm was—
and was the first man in the world who ever brought to my
attention the consanguinity rights of the Mississippi Choctaws.
And that condition of things lasted until it was too late for
those people to remove, and very few of them took advantage
of the $20,000 appropriation.

Now I yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. I will state, just to get the Recorp correct,
that I was not chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs
of the House. I was chairman of the subcommittee having
charge of the Indian Territory legislation.

Mr., WILLIAMS. And Mr. Sherman was chairman of the
committee. I got it wrong.

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator is also mistaken in reference to
the dates of the appropriations. It is true that it was by and
through the efforts of the Senator from Mississippi, in 1898,
that provision was made for taking carve of the Mississippi
Choctaws. Later on the fight eaine up in reference to the time
for their removal, and, if the Senator will remember, he
asked for a year, and we compromised on six months.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now I want to read something, although I
hate to take up the time right now.

After the passage of the legislation to which we are both
referring, the Dawes Commission was directed to “identify ™
and prepare “ a roll " of those “ entitled to the privilege of Choc-
taw citizenship under section 14 of the removal treaty of 1830.”
which was the Dancing Rabbit treaty. The commission sub-
mitted a roll containing the name, age, sex, and residence of
1,925 full-blooded Choctaics. Shortly thereafter, before the
approval of this roll, Congress enacted a law recognizing the
rights of these Choctaws to full citizenship and allotment In
the Choctaw Nation west, as other Choectaws residing in the
Indian Territory, but requiring them within six months—and
that is the point to which the Senator from Kansas was re-
ferring—to remove to the Indian Territory. The Department
of the Interior suggested, or somebody suggested, a year. I
suggested no time at all, because I was basing my claim upon
consanguinity and not upon residence in a given territory. This
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law as passed, however, required them, within six months after
identification, to remove to the Indian Territory and to reside
there for three years.

Oh, Mr. President, think of that—the technical eruelty of this
Republic! Hunters and fishermen and rail splitters, with not
money enough to provide themselves with rations one month in
advance, and they were to remove to the Indian Territory and
there maintain themselves for three years!

The Dawes Commission subsequently submitted about 2,500
names of identified full bloods, which enrollment was approved
by the Secretary of the Interior. The vast majority of these full
bloods were informed on February 14, 1908, that their time for
removal would expire on August 14, 1903—DMarch, April, May,
June, July, August—six months. It was known that they were
financially unable to go west under the requirements of the law,
as the commission in its report had fully explained their *ig-
norant and impoverished condition.” On March 3, 1908—giving
only four months' time—as the Senator from Kansas will re-
member, Congress, under a motion of mine, which was adopted
in the Indian Affairs Committee in the House, appropriated
$20,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of
the Interior, to aid in their removal,

“ Now follow certain almost unbelievable facts, fully verified
by the records of the Interior Department, by original docu-
ments, and by sworn statements. The Secretary did not desig-
nate any person or agent to do this work until July 20, 1903.”
They had to move on August 14. It gave them less than a
month.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President——

Mr. WILLIAMS. “The agent they appointed arrived in Mis-
sissippi on July 27, 1903, 17 days before these 2,500 people,
scattered over half the State of Mississippi and southern Lonisi-
ana, must, under the six-month requirement, be in the Choetaw
Nation in the then Indian Territory.”

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr."WILLIAMS. On that day he had circulars printed and
mailed to these people. The agent on that day had circulars
printed and mailed to these people, notifying them of the neces-
sity for their removal, and that they must be in Meridian, Miss,,
prepared to leave, by August 11.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Wait one moment. As these Choctaws
lived a long distance from a post office—most of them lived in
Leake County, withont a railroad; a large number of them
lived in Neshoba County, at that time without a railroad, though
it now has one—ignorant, unable to read, unable to write, they
could not see nor read nor understand notices of any description.

Mr. President, there is one other point to which I want to refer,
and then I will yield to the Senator from Oklahoma, if he desires.

Capt. McKennon, of the State of Arkansas, was at that time
chairman of the subcommission that went to the State of Mis-
sissippi to make this enroliment to “identify " these people as
Mississippi Choetaws. Capt. McKennon and the two other mem-
bers of that subcommission agreed to this rule of identification,
because they were sensible men, and therefore knew a white man
from a negro, and knew a negro from an Indian, and knew an
Indian from either of the other two, to wit, that a full blood was
entitled to identification and enrollment. There never had been
any Indians in the State of Mississippi except Choctaws and a
few Pascagoulas down on the seacoast, who never had gone
beyond the fishery radius of the Gulf coast, and a few of the
Natchez Tribe, on the southern part of the Mississippi, and of
Chickasaws, in northwest Mississippi, who were early all re-
moved to reservations. Whenever a full-blooded Indian pre-
sented himself to them, the Paseagoulas having passed out and
died long ago, there being no Pascagoulas left alive, and all the
others being removed, and all except the Choctaws having been
the enemies of the English-speaking white man, they said, “ There
never have been any Indians in the State of Mississippi except
the Chickasaws, in the northwest district, who all removed to
the Indian Territory; the Pascagoulas, who are dead; the
Natchez, who are dead or gone; and the Choctaws, who are left
remaining there alive”; so that whenever a full-blooded Indian
came they identified him as a Mississippi Choctaw, “ the white
man's friend,” who was allowed to remain.

Can you imagine what the Interior Department did later?
Why, Mr. President and Senators, the Interior Department de-
cided that an ignorant Choctaw Indian—illiterate, impoverished,
a hunter and a fisherman and a rail splitter—had to prove by
affirmative and specific testimony that he was the descendant of
a Cloetaw in Mississippi living in 1830 and claiming as such
under the Dancing Rabbit treaty.

Did you ever think about how many white men, intelligent,
educated, could prove that they were descendants of somebody
who lived in 17767 Did you ever think about how many white
people there are who have kept family records could prove
who were their great-great-grandfathers? Have you ever
thought of how many could add to this evidence aliunde? It
was not remarkable, then, when the ruling was made in the
court out in Oklahoma, in the interest of the Oklahoma Choctaws,
that these people must prove not only that they were full-blood
Choctaw Indians living in the State of Mississippi, but that they
were by specific testimony descendants of some Choctaw an-
cestor and ancestress living in 1830, that virtually none of them
could prove it. The only men who could prove it were the men
with a little splash of white blood in them, and their proof was
suspected of perjury.

Now, Mr. President, T have paid my tribute to the Mississippi
Choctaw Indians; and notwithstanding the fact that the chair-
man will not agree to reduce the amount from $300 to $200, I
rest satisfied for the present with merely putting in a plea in
this court for future consideration ; and I give notice now that I
will never again while I am in public life consent to another
allotment to the Oklahoma Choctaws after this date—having the
Senate behind me against your committee twice already upon
the proposition, but not desiring now to take up the public time—
I will never hereafter, I say, consent to another per capita allot-
ment to the Oklahoma Choctaws until their brethren by blood
and by national citizenship, by all laws of savage or semisavage
Indian tribes, have been considered. The only reason why I
consent to it now is that the chairman of this committee, in
whom I have the very highest degree of personal confidence,
assures me that there will be enough money left to take eare of
the rightful claims, I started to say, of my constituents—but
they are not even my constituents; they are nobody’s constituents
on the surface of the earth, unless they are God's.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr, President, I think the Senate must meta-
phorically lift its hat to the generosity and the chivalry of
Mississippi’s distinguished Senator, and both Senators; but ever
since T have been In the Senate the senior Senator from Missis-
sippl has been urging the claims of these illiterate, as he says,
homeless Indians.

Mr. WILLIAMS. And honest.

Mr. ASHURST. I have no doubt they are honest. Their
situation, Mr. President, appeals to me. These speeches which
the Senator has made, not only to-day but at previous times,
and the speeches which his colleague [Mr. VArpAMAN] has made
appeal to my sense of justice. I believe now, as I have always
believed, that Congress should do something for the Mississippi
Choctaws. But, Mr. President, with the greatest respect—and I
differ with my friend with considerable reluctance—with the
greatest respect to him, I can not as a Senator vote to take
money away from the Oklahoma Choctaws, when, according to
the lights as I see them, I could not do so without violating
a trust. That is a point of difference between the Senator
and me.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question there?

Mr. ASHURST. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course he and I know that there are no
better friends than hie and I. Did not the Senator suggest to
me not long ago, or did he—if I am mistaken, I hope he will
state so—that the proper arena, or rather the proper treasury
from which I ought to secure relief for these people, was the
United States Treasury?

Mr. ASHURST. Certainly; not the funds of the Indians.

Mr. WILLIAMS. In suggesting that, the Senator admitted
that they had rights. Now, no ward ever had a right for his
guardian to make up a deficiency due from another ward.
I do not contend that these people have any claim against the
United States Treasury. They have none. They have only
the claim growing out of consanguinity as citizens of the Choe-
taw Nation. If they have not that, they have none. I myself
can not now see how I could vote for an appropriation to them
out of the United States Treasury unless I voted for it as a
gratuity or a charity on the ground that they had been harshly
dealt with. i

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, while I do not in any way
concede, directly or indirectly, that the Mississippi Choctaws
have any claim on this particular fund with which we are
dealing to-day—I shall not go into the legal phase of it—I do
want to read——

L.}r. VARDAMAN. DMr. President, will the Senator yield to
me

Mr. ASHURST. Certainly.

Mr. VARDAMAN. If they have not a claim on that, on what
have they a claim?
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Mr. ASHURST. Upon the Federal Treasury, just like any
other homeless Indinn; just as the homeless Indians in Nevada,
for whom we appropriated $15,000 to-day to buy lands—the
claim that any people would have on a Christian and an honest
Nation.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Have they any more claim than any other
class of homeless, friendless people?

Mr. ASHURST. My opinion is that they have a claim,
founded possibly in conscience, against the Federal Treasury,
not against the money that belongs to the Oklahoma Choctaws,
for the reason, among others, that article 2 of the treaty of 1830
SNys:

The United States, under a qmnt specially to be made by the Presi-
dent of the United Btates, shall cause to be conveyed to the Choctaw
Nation a tract of country west of the Mississippi River in fee alm;:le
to them and their descendants, to inure to them while they shall exist
ns 4 nation nand live on it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator is making a mistake there. I
did at n previous session of the Senate offer an amendment,
but I am now offering no amendment, and I am not offering it
for two reasons. The first great reason is that this nation is
in a situation where I do not want to defeat an Indian appro-
printion bill, although I have done it before, and the second rea-
son is that I think there will be money enough back for these
peuple to obtain justice after a while, and, third, because so
many Senators are busy and absent who, when they come in
withiout hearing debate, would say, * What my vote?"” and
then vote with the committee. I am assured that there will
be funds enough left, and I know when the Senator from Arizona
assures me of it that he, at any rate, believes it, and I think
Iie has sufficient knowledge of the situation to make his belief
equivalent to a fact so far as I am concerned.

Mr. ASHURST. I thank the Senator for his very generous
reference to myself. I hope to merit that. Briefly to answer
his question as to the amount of the fund, I wish to say this
bill distributes to the Choctaws——

Mpr, WILLIAMS. In one word, I would like to add to what
the Senator from Oklahoma said, to wit, that *the Choctaws
in Oklahoma are dying while they are waiting for the allot-
ment ™ ; that these Choctaws in Mississippi are also dying while
they are waiting for their allotment. The sanitary condition
in Mississippl is a little better, perhaps, than in Oklahoma,
and therefore not quite as large a percentage, but a percentage,
in Mississippi have died and gone away “to rest under the
shade of the river " with no satisfaction of their just elaims and
rights.

Mr. ASHURST. Permit me to give the fizures as they have
been made up for me and as I understand them, and I believe
them to be correct. We are distributing under this bill $6,239,-
700 to the Choctaws and $1,260,800 to the Chickasaws, being a
total of $7,500,5600, leaving $24,003,454, so I am advised by the
Indian Department, in cash and profit to the credit of these
two tribes, one-fourth to the credit of the Chickasaws and
three-fourths to the credit of the Choctaws. Those figures have
been furnished to me. )

Mr. WILLIAMS. How much will be left for the Choctaws?

Mr. ASHURST. Three-fourths of $24,003,454.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I shall take only a few moments
of the time of the Senate, and would make no answer to the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wirriams], but T can not permit
what I think is a very erroneous impression to be left on the
mind of the Senate with regard to the Mississippi Choctaws.
It is not true as a principle of law that consanguinity gives to
the Mississippi Choctaws or to any nonresident Indians the
right of a distributive share in the Choctaw property west.
That prineiple has not been observed in other cases.

There are full-blood Seminoles in Florida who upon a claim
of consanguinity could demand a part of the Seminole property
in Oklahoma, but who make no such pretenses. There are full-
blood Cherokees in North Carolina who on the theory of con-
sanguinity could demand a part of the Cherokee property in
Oklahoma. Full-blood Creeks in Alabama on such an absurd
theory could demand participation in the property of the Okla-
homa Creeks, but neither the eastern full-blood Creeks or Chero-
kees make any such unfair claim.

Mr. WILLTAMS rose.

Mr. OWEN. I do not wish to be interrupted, if the Senator
please. The same principle—living with the tribe as a condi-
tion of citizenship—applies with regard to the Choctaws and
Chickasaws.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will allow me——

Mr. OWEN. I hope the Senator will excuse me.
Mr. WILLTAMS. I am necessarily called to a subcommittee
meoeting.

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator. :

Mr., WILLIAMS. I want to say that the difference between
those cases and this is that the Dancing Rabbit treaty expressly
reserved every right to the Mississippi Choctaw and citizenship
in the Choctaw Nation except a share in the annuities. The
Senator will remember that.

Mr. OWEN. I remember the treaty of 1880 very well, and
that very treaty itself is a denial of the plea of consanguinity,
because if consanguinity were sufficient it would not be neces-
sary to have a statutory provision or a treaty reservation.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a recognition of it by treaty, which
makes it all the stronger.

Mr. OWEN. That is a statutory provision. So far was it
true that consanguinity did not give this right of citizenship
that when the Government of the United States, in its desire
to move all the five tribes from the east of the Mississippi
River to the west of the Mississippi River, expressly stipulated
the Choctaws should agree to remove west—I1830. The Missis-
sippi full-blood Choctaws not being willing, that is, a consider-
able number of them not being willing, to move west of the
Mississippi River at that time—1830—refused to make the
treaty of 1830 unless there was an express provision put in the
fourteenth article that the individuals who took land under
the fourteenth article, amounting to 640 acres to an adult
and a smaller amount to minors, should not lose thereby—
that is, taking land in Mississippi under article 14—their
right in the Choctaw Nation as citizens, but the treaty provided
if' they removed they should enjoy no part of the annuities.
It was provided in that treaty that they should live five years
in Mississippi and become citizens of the State. It was not
contemplated by many of these people that they ever would
move at all or repossess themselves of citizenship as they had
reserved the right to do; others thought they might move later
on. In point of fact, nearly all the original members either
moved west or died, and it is now nearly a hundred years
later that their descendents or those claiming to be their
descendants, referred to in this loose way as Mississippi
Choctaws, have the right to citizenship with the western
Choctaws, even without removal, because their great-grand-
fathers stipulated that they should not lose their rights in the
Choctaw Nation by their failure to move in 1830.

In point of fact, the * Mississippi Choctaws,” under the
statutes of the United States, comprise only those persons of
proven Choctaw blood who moved west under the agreement of
1002 and were included as * Mississippi Choetaws ” on a special
roll under the terms and conditions of that particular agree-
ment. The Indians in Mississippi may be of Choctaw blood,
many of them probably are, but they may be of Creek, Chicka-
saw, Seminole, or Pascagoula Indians or of mixed tribes.

The Supreme Court of the United States in the so-called
Cherokee case decided that the full-blood Cherokees in North
Carolina who did not move to the west were not entitled to
citizenship there; that if they desired to enjoy citizenship they
must first move into the Cherokee country west and there be
adopted into citizenship by the proper authorities,

The Choctaw-Chickasaw treaty of 1866 required all Choctaws

| seeking allotments to establish bona fide residence in the Choc-

taw-Chickasaw Nation.

When Congress came to divide up these lands and sent the
Dawes Commission in 1893 to the Five Civilized Tribes, Congress
passed some immediate legislation requiring all Indians of the
Five Civilized Tribes seeking allotment to establish bona fide resi-
dence. In the Curtis Act of 1898 an express provision was in-
serted that no Indian should be enrolled by the Dawes Commis-
sion who had not previously to that time established residence
in good faith in the tribe in which he claimed citizenship. I
was then representing the Mississippi Choctaws and I asked an
exception in their behalf in order that they might have time
within which to make the removal and in which they might con-
form to the unbroken rule of residence. The Senator from Mis-
sissippi supported that proposal. I made the draft of the lan-
gunge myself and it became a part of the statute. It was put
on the so-called Curtis Act by the Senator from Kansas [Mr.
Cuorris] in the House, and a further time therefore was granted
to the Mississippi Choctaws by that act. T made the most resolute
effort to have Congress waive the requirement of removal and
residence for the Mississippi Choetaws, and Congress was un-
willing to do so and did not do so.

I pruse to emphnsize that the treaty of 1866 expressly required
that in the contingency of the Choctaw and Chickasaw lands be-
ing allotted five years should be permitted within which Choe-
taws and Chickasaws residing east of the Mississippi River or
elsewhere might be given an opportunity to reestablish their
citizenship and become members of the tribe for allotment. It
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was the fixed policy of the United States to reguire removal
and bona fide rosidence and no exception has ever been made to
it in a single case.

The Dawes Commission was instructed by Congress in 1808 in
the Curtis Act to identify persons claiming to be Mississippi
Choctaws still living in Mississippi. In January, 1899, the
Dawes Commission sent Capt. McKennon, who spent three weeks
in Mississippi, and in that three weeks he identified 1,943 Choc-
taws, so ealled, 177 of whom were confessedly of mixed blood.
He stated in his report that he found that these persons so
jdentified and who appeared to be of Choctaw blood were not
‘able to prove that their ancestors had complied with the four-
teenth article of the treaty of 1830, and that they were unable in
the second place to prove that they themselves were the actual
descendants of persons who claimed as Mississippi Choctaws to
have taken lands under the fourteenth article of the treaty of
1830.

So their line of proof failed on two points; first, that their
ancestors had complied; second, that they were descendants of
such ancestors. Whoever their ancestors were they could prove
nothing, They kept no records; they had no English patro-
nymics; no baptismal register, no birth register, no death
register, and they had no family register. They had to rely
upon the memory of man, and after 70 years, when all the
original fourteenth article claimants were all dead, it was im-
possible to make any proof. The consequence was that when
this question came up in making the agreement of 1902 the Choc-
taw and Chickasaw authorities west drafted a provision that all
persons duly identified as Mississippi—mark those words, duly
identified—should be enrolled for an allotment on certain con-
ditions of removal and residence.

The Dawes Commission at that very time had, upon a careful
and critical examination and under the influence of legal and
technieal arguments of attorneys representing the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Nations west, already determined that these people
were not duly or legally identified, and in their report of May
24, 1902, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre-
tary of the Interior they found that none of the people enrolled
in 1899 as Mississippi Choctaws could prove themselves en-
titled under the law, and that they were not legally identified,
or entitled to identification, with the exception of five persons,
Josephine Hussey et al. I think there are some five persons
embraced in that family. In that contingency an appeal was
made by me to the Congress and the executive department
on behalf of the Mississippi Choctaws, as they were entirely
unable to prove their case. An appeal was made to the Con-
gress of the United States that, in view of their ignorance, in
view of their poverty, in view of their honesty, they might be
permitted to have the question of proof waived in behalf of
those who were actnally of the full blood. . That applied only to
the heads of families and not to the children of the heads
of families, beeause a child of a half blood or of a mixed blood
was not entitled under that agreement, and it was so held after-
wards by the Attorney General in construing it.

So this rigid rule of legal proof was waived in behalf of all
the Mississippi Choctaws who could show that they were full
bloods, and on the condition that within six months after identi-
fication they could remove and be allotted, not as the Senator
from Mississippi states, in six months from the date of the
ngreement, but within six months after they had been identi-
fiedl—a very different thing. Some of them were not identified
for two or three or four years. After they were identified they
were notified they could move with safety and establish bona
fide residence, and not be under the threat of being held as
intruders, as the Senator from Mississippl stated. The Senator
is mistaken about that. The law did not require them to move
and then be held as intruders, as he states, When they did
move they moved after they had been identified for removal
and eould not be held as intruders. The statement which the
Senator from Mississippi made was due to forgetfulness on his
part.

In February, 1806, he wrote a letter to the Commissioner of |

Indian Affairs asking what the right of the Mississippl Choe-
taws was, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs notified him
that they would be regarded as intruders if they moved to the
Choctaw country west before they had been recognized by the
proper authorities of the Choctaw Nation as entitled to citi-
zenship. That letter of 1896 the Senator confuses with 1902,
1903, and 1904, and he is entirely in error. Of course, the Sena-
tor did not intend it. But these people who did remove under
the agreement of 1902 removed only after they were identified
under that agreement, and they had the right given to them
then of property which is estimated by the best authority for
1,634 enrolled and allotted Mississippi Choctaws as worth

$£15,000,000. Over 1,600 of them did remove and establish bona
fide residence, and now, after they have been given the time
to move from 1896 up to 1907, Congress, by an act in 1906,
directed the rolls which had been under consideration for 10
years to be closed as of March 4, 1907, 9 years ago. They had
11 years theretofore in which to move, establish bona fide resi-
dence, and to be recognized. They did not choose to avail them-
selves of it. It was not because of poverty, because there were
very many companies of men who were engaged in leasing the
Choctaw lands for grazing and for agricultural purposes who
scoured DMississippi urging these identified Indians to move to
Oklahoma, and those of them who did not come exercised their
own free will and option in refusing to come, because they
preferred the beautiful country where they had been so long
living; they preferred their local attachments to allotments in
Oklahoma, and their love for the Mississippi valleys and streams
was stronger than the desire for gain, and they refused to go
west,

Now, after these rolls have been open from 1896 to 1907—11
years—and have been closed for 9 years—20 years in all—the
Senators from Mississippi [Mr. Wittraas and Mr. VArpAarax]
show their loyalty and affection for the Mississippi Choctaws
by pleading for the reopening of the rolls closed 9 years,
and pleading that the Choctaws west shall be required to divide
with persons in Mississippi (who claim to be Choctaws and
can not prove it) the property which they bought and paid for
and which they egrned by living on it for nearly a century, be-
cause that land was first granted to them in 1820, not 1830, and
the patent issued on condition that they should live on the land.

1 wish to put into the Recorp with regard to this matter sev-
eral statements by the attorney of the Choctaw Nation, which
gives in brief quotations from the treaties and quotations from
the decisions of the courts and Indian department; the unani-
mous report of the special committee of the House who examined
this case at very great length. The House and Senate have
heard this ad nauseam and decided it adversely on various
occasions. Four different secretaries have decided against this
claim of the Mississippi Choctaws—Republican secretaries and
Democratic secretaries—and there is no longer any ground what-
ever either of law or morals or of ethics why this matter should
be reopened. Nor have the Mississippi Choctaws any claim on
earth against the United States except the claim of a dependent,
impoverished people for whom the United States has always
shown generous care. On that ground I would favor dealing
with generosity with the Mississippi Choctaws, but not on any
ground of a legal right or a moral right to any further conces-
sions than have been made in the premises.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

STATEMENT OF P, J. HURLEY, NATIONAL ATTORNEY ror THE CHOCTAW
NATION.
IN RE EXNROLLMENT MATTERS.

The following is a brief statement outlining generally the history
and the present status of the claims which are now belngfrmnted by
ersons for enrollment as citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
vations,
MISSISSIPPI CHOCTAWS,

On March 10, 1899, the Dawes Commission reported that there were
extremely few, if any, Indians in Mississippl who could prove their
right to enrollment as citizeins of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations,
under. the fourteenth article of the treaty of September 27, 1830, At
that time there was much agitation. for the enrollment of the so-called
Mississippi Choctaws, and in the agreement between the Choctaws and
Chickasaws and the Unlted States, apgrovm July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L.,
641), a compromise was reached on the MississlpTI Choctaw claim.

The Choctaws and Chickasaws agreed to enroll, as a gratuity, all
full-blood Choctaws who then resided in Mississippl if they would
E}:uim'e to and establish a residence in the Choctaw or Chickasaw

ations.

Under this agreement 1,634 Mississippi Choctaws were enrolled and
received allotments in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons. With a
few exceptions, the entire 1,634 were enrolled under the full-blood rule
of evidence and were not required to prove a right to enrollment. The
a[l:prnximatc value of the property recei\'?% by these 1,634 persons Is
£15,000,000. This is the price Z:sm by fhe Choctaw and Chickasaw
Natlons for a settlement of the Mississippi Choctaw claim in 1902,

In consideration for this concession on the part of the Choctaws and
Chickasaws the Government agreed to close the rolls, to sell the residue
of tribal property, and distribute the ;lnroceeds per capita among the
enrolled members of the tribes. The United States Government has not
performed its part of the agreem(‘nt.

The agreement of 1902 (32 Stat. L., 641), above referred fo, con-
tained the following provision :

“No person whose name does not appear upon the rolls prepared as
herein provided shall be entitled in any manner to participate in the
distribution of the common property of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
T'ribes, and those whose names appear therein shall participate in the
manner set forth in this agreement.”

The act of April 26, 1906 (34 Stat, L., 137), declared the rolls of
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations closed in the following language :

* Provided, That the rolls of the tribes (Choctaw and Chickasaw)
affected by this act shall be fully completed on or before the 4th day
of March, 1907, and the Secretary of the Interior shall have no juris-
diction to approve the enrollment of any persons after that date.”
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The rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations are therefore closed
and have been closed since the 4th day of March, 1

The claim which is now b resented by the proponents the
legislation for the enrollment o ssizsippi Choctaws heretofore
been fully ered and decided adversely to the so-called Mississippl
Choctaws by the following tribunals and officials:

%1397: The Federal courts of Indian Terrltoﬁ;m&:lack 08 b.
Ch w and Chickasaw Nations. Jurisdiction a by Supreme
Court, Sr.eghans v. Cherokee Nation, 174 U. 8., 445,

(2) 1808 : The Dawes Com on to the Five Cl Tribes. (See

reports Jan. 28, 1808, and Mar. 10, 1899.)
(8) 1902: The Choctaw and Chickasaw people and the United Pta&g
Government in the preparation of the supplemental agreement of T
iy (lf)o%goészﬂmé 0 United States, which by the act of
: The Congress o e ‘Un W e
April 28, 1906, finally directed the closing of the rolls March 4, 1907.

(84 Stat. L., 137.)
t Assistant Secretary of the In-

(8) 196127 Hon. Samuel Adams
terior. (See report dated July :.5. 1013, addressed to Hon. JoHN H,
Affairs, House of Repre-

STEPHENS, chairman Committee on Indian
sentatives.)

(Sh 1915: A subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs of
the 20::1&631 én; Representatives. (See report H. R. No. 12586, dated

(7) 1915: Hon. Franklin K, Lane, Secretary of the Interior. (See
report dated Jan. 8, 1915, addressed to Hon. JoEN H. STEPHENS,
gan n):t the Committee on Indlan Affairs of the House of Representa-

VeS,

The United States Government is bound by solemn agreement to sell
the residue of Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal pru?erty and distribute
the proceeds among the enrolled members of the tribes. Fulfilllment of
this obligation has been, and is being, prevented by the resentatives
© of the eged Mississippl Choctaws and by thmroponen of legisia-
tion Intended to be of assistance to the alle ssissippi Choctaws.
It has been repeatedly shown that the Mississippt Choctaws have no

;?g%’l. equitable, or moral right to ghare in the property of the Choctaw
ation.

CLAIMANTS FOR CITIZENSHIP OTHER THAN MISSISSIPP! CHOCTAWS.

It has been contended by attﬂm&ia and agents representigg claimants
for enrollment as citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations that
there was a r&erlod immediately before the closing of the rolls on March
4, 1907, during which aetion on all pending cases was rushed, and that
the applicants were not given the efit of a cautious consideration
of their cases.

This contention is very misleading, because it is a fact that the cases
which were considered during the so-called *“rush period' had been
considered before—some of them had been comsidered and determined
a number of times, and were pending on motion to review, or on appeal
from the order denying a motlon to review. Ver{ few, if any of them,
were pending on a direct appeal from the original declsion of the Com-
mission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and none of them were pending
for a consideration on the merits of the cases—the merits having there-
tofore been passed upon by the Commission to the Five Clivilized Tribes.

All of these matters have been under consideration almost continu-
ously since the closing of the rolls March 4, 1907. At one time the
agitation for the reopening of the rolls of the Five Clvilized Tribes
became so great that the matter was- brought to the attention of the
President of the United States, and afer having fully considered the
matter, President Taft wrote the following letter to Richard C. Adams,
an attorney at law, of Washington, D. C.:

Jan.

TrE WHITE Houvsm,
Washington, April 20, 1910,

My Dear SBir: I am in receipt of your letter which you visited my
office with Mr. Creager, of Oklahoma, to me. Your letter deals
with the question o claims of Indians aﬁglnat the Government. Of
courte I am in favor of facilitating the hearing of those claims as
much as possible ; and as to the second, I am op;immd to the reopening
of the Indian cltizenshl%rnlls, It seems to me it would be like open-
ing a Pandora’s box. xceptional cases that present great quPﬂe':g
might be considered by special legislation.

n conclusion, I can only say that no one is more anxious than I
am to close out these Indian disputes and put Indians on the basis of
other citizens, in so far as it is possible to do so without eTsing
those who are uneducated and unable to look after thelr own interests
to the fraudulent manipulation of unprincipled persons.

incerely, yours,
WM. H. Tarr.

Mr. Ricuarp C. ADaxs,
Bond Building, Washingten, D. O,

{See H. R. Rept. No. 2278, 61st Cong., 3d sess.)

t will be noted that the President was opposed to the reopening of
the rolls, but said ** exceptional cases that present great equities might
be considered by special legislation.”

On February 12, 1910, Hon. R. A. Ballinger, then Becretary of the
Interior, addressed a letter to Hon. Moses E. Crarp, chairman of the
Committee on Indian Afairs of the United States Senate, in which he
made the following recommendation :

“In econclusion, I am constrained to believe, and therefore recom-
mend, that the rolls be not opened up, but that proper legal authority
be given the Secretary of the Interior to place upon the rolls those
Indians (about 52 in number) whose applications were approved by
the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes and were transmitted
to Washington before the 4th of Mareh, 1907, but did not reach the
department until after the rolls were closed; and, furthermore, that
proper authority be given the Secretary of the Interior to examine and

lace upon the rolls the minor orphan children, incompetents, and
ndians in Incarceration whose cl were not presented in due time
for adjudication. I am informed that this class numbers about 200,
No one seems to have taken the responsibility of presenting the claims
of this class for consideration. They could not look after their own
interests.” (See 8. Doe. No. 1139, 62d Cong., 3d sess.)

The Secretary in this letter recommends against the reopening of the
rolls, but favors special legislation for the relief of 52 persons, whose
names were omitted from the rolls through inadvertence, and rec-
ommends that auothority be given for the examination of the cases of
certnin other persons, not to exceed 200 in all

Both President Taft and Becretary Ballinger, after having fully
considered the question that is now under consideration, both decided

the reopening of the rolls. They considered, however, that

a{e were a few exceptional eases wherein the applicants had strong

uities and were in justice entitled to some relief.

Two investigations were made by the Interior Department to ascer-
tain the names of all persons who were legally or equitably entitled to
enrollment as ~itizens of the Five Clvilized Tribes and whose names
were not upon the finally approved rolls.

With the consent and upon the advice of the attorneys for the
tribes, Hon. RoBerT L. OWEN, a Member of the United States Senate
from Oklahoma, addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Interior
as| that he be with the names of persons who, upon
En: gation, had been found apparently equitably entitled to enroll-

ent.

On April 24, 1914 Se.n,ﬁgr OweN received the following letter from
Hon., A. A. Jones, t istant Secretary of the Interior:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, April 2}, 1915

My Deir SgxaTor: In reﬁpon.ﬂe to your request of April 22, T am
inclosing herewith a list of the names of persons who, upon the
inves tion heretofore made, have been found apparently equitably
entitled to enrollment on the rolls of the various tribes comrposlng
the Five Civilized Tribes, of Oklahoma. The data as to each of these
names have heretofore been submitted to the Committee on Indian
Affairs of the Senate, and may be found in Senate Document No. 1139,
Sixty-second Congress, third session.

This list contains the names of all those whom the department has
found tably entitled to enrollment, omitting, as suggested, the
names of newborn Choctaw freédmen.

Very truly, yours, A. Al Joxes,
First Assistant Secretary.

Hon. RoperT L. OWEN,

United States Senate.

The list transmitted to Senator Owex with the above letter con-
tained the names of 318 persons. The Indian ngpropriaﬂon bill which
became a law August 1, 1914 (38 Stat. L., 582), ecarried a provision
authorizing the enrgllment in the respective tribes 'of the persons whose
names appear upon said list. All of sald persons have since
enrolled and have received their distributive share of the property of
the tribe to which they belong.

The letter of Secretary Jomes, and the list, are set forth in full in
Senate Document No. 478, Sixty-third Congress, third sesslon.

Inasmuch as it has been repeatedly shown that the so-called Missis-
sippl Choctaws have no right to enrollment, and inasmuch as all those
resrding in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations who appear to have
been equitably entitled to enrollment have been enrolled, the members
of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes can not understand why the
Government of the United States does not comply with the terms of
its agreement made with them in 1 5

There appears to be no just reason why the residue of tribal prop-
erty should not be sold and the proceeds arlsing from such sale dis-
tributed per capita among the enrolled members of the tribes in com-
e wigh ﬂ::‘l, . 0:1: thg trﬂnt.{ o 1901.'2{! h be 1d d the

A considerable amount o prope as been sold an
money is now on deposit. There have been partial crop failures in
Oklahoma for the past four years—in some sections the failure was
almost complete, '1Phem are many Choctaws and Chickasaws who have
been, and are now, in destitute circnmstances and are in dire need of
the money that belongs to them. The United Btates Government
ghould at once pay them the money that is mow on deposit to their
eredit.

For this reason we respectfully reguest the enactment of the pro-
vislon now earried in the Indian appropriation bill, authorizing a
distribution of all funds now to the eredit of the Choctaw and Chicka-
saw Nations, as shown by memorandum of the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs transmitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs of the
House of Repr atives on D ber 15, 1915. Said memorandum is
in full as follows:

“The books of the Indian Office show that on December 15, 1915,
there was in the Treasary of the United SBtates to the credit of the
Choctaw Nation, Okla., the sum of $3,360,620.11, and in banks in
Oklahoma to the credit of said nation the sum of $4,071,733.13, the
total Choctaw tribal fund being $7,432,353.24. The books of the In.
dian Office further show that on sald date there was in the Treasury
of the United States to credit of the Chickasaw Nation, Okla.
the sum of $778,471.51, and in Oklahoma to the credit of
said Chickasaw Nation the sum of $1,143,638.97, the total Chickasaw
tribal fund being $£1,922,110.48, the aggregate fund of the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Nations being §9,354,463.72. The deferred payments on
the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal lands heretofore sold approximate
$6,000,000 and the estimated value of the unsold land and other

roperty of sald nations np‘groxlmtes $16,149,491.23. Thus the total
Funds and othm;m%rogirtg of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations ap-
proximates $31,503,954.95.

. “Twenty thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine enrolled citizens of
the Choctaw Nation are entitled to share in any per capita distribution
of the funds of said nation, and 6,304 enrolled citizens of the Chicka-
saw Nation are entitled to share in any per capita distribution of the
tﬂb?‘ tu:t?: cx M nta?ol::il i the Atoka t with

“ For purpose of further carrying out the Atoka agreement w
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes (see act of Congress of June 28,
1808, 30 Stat., L., 495, 512, 513) and the supplemental agreement with
sald Indian tribes adopted by the act of Congress of July 1, 1902 (32
Stat, L., 641-654), and in view of the eral needy conditions exist-
ing in said nations it is recommended that an appropriation be made
out of the Choctaw tribal funds for a per capita payment to the en-
rolled members of the Choetaw Tribe or to the heirs of deceased en-
rolled members, and out of the Chickasaw tribal funds for a per eapita
g:{ment to the enrolled members of the Chickasaw Tribe or to the

rs of deceased enrolled members of said tribe, and that it be pro-
vided that such %a.mentn shall be made under rules and regulations
to be preseribed edy the Secrctary of the Interior, and that in cases
where the enrolled members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations
or their heirs are Indians who by reason of their degree of Indian
blood belong to the restricted class, the Secretary of the Interior may,
in his diseretion, withhold such payments and use the same for the
benefit of such restricted Indians,

* Inasmuch as a $100 per capita payment was made to the enrolled
members of the Chickasaw Natfon under the act of August 1, 1914, at
which time no payment was made to the enrolled members of the
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&ocla{wﬂh’n({ign.t it I.ls\' tt!ieref?ﬂ;ewrecod bmmﬁde‘% c}%)I:lat the emll 1led Tﬁ.ﬂ;
rs of the Choctaw Nation sho e pa er a e

the amount provided for the enrolled members o th?%hicl:&p w Na-
tion. 'These payments would be made from the tribal funds belong-
ing to the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations and would not be a tax
on the Federal Treasury.”

P. J. HURLEY,
National Altorney for the Choctaw Nation.

Wasmixeron, D. C,, February 3, 1915,
Hon. HEXRY I'. ASHURST,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Desr BExaTon : The Indlan appropriation bill, which is now being
consldered by the Committee on Indian Affalrs of the Senate, contains
a provision authorizing a Nper capita payment of $200 to the enrolled
members of the Choctaw Nation and a payment of $100 to the enrolled
members of the Chickasaw Nation.

Every member of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes is the owner of
an equal undivided interest in the tribal property of both tribes. The
Chickasaws received a per capita payment of gmcf last year. The Choc-
taws received no yment. The provision now carried in the bill, if
enacted, will equalize the amount received from tribal funds by the Choc-
taws and Chickasaws.

I am advised that an cfort will be made by those who espouse the
claim of the so-called M.lsslssl%‘pl Choctaws to prevent the enactment of
the provision referred to and that an attempt will be made to reopen the
rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations for the enrollment of the
alleged Mississippl Choctaws.

I call your attention to the fact that on March 10, 1809, the Dawes
Commission reported that there were extremely few, if any, Indians in
Mi :ssippi who could prove a right to enrollment as citizens of the
Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons. At that time there was much agitation
for the enrollmient of the so-called Mississippl Choctaws, and in the
agreement approved July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., 641), between the Choctaw
and Chickasaw Nations and the United States a compromise was reached
on the Mississippl Choctaw clalms. A

The Choctaws and Chickasaws agreed to enroll, as a gratuity, all full-
blood Choctaw Indlans who then resided In Misslssippl If they would
remove to the Choctaw or Chickasaw Natlons.

Under this agreement 1,634 ]Ltlsslssip‘?l Choctaws were enrolled and
received allotments in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons. With a
few exceptions the entire 1,634 were enrolled under the full-blood rule
of evidenee and were not required to prove a right to enrollment.
The ap&t;gximute value of the y‘)ropert received by these 1,634 lpersonn
is 8§15, ,000. This is the price pald by the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations for a settlement of the Mississippl Choctaw claim in 1902,

In consideration for this concesslon on the part of the Choctaws
aml Chickasaws, the Government agreed to close the rolls, to sell the
residue of tribal property, and distribute the proceeds per capita among
ihe eurolled members of the tribes. The United States Government has
not performed its part of the agreement.

The agreement of 1902, above rePerred to, contained the following
provision :

* No person whose name does not appear upon the rolls prepared as
herein provided shall be entitled in any manner to participate in the
distribution of the common property of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Tribes, and those whose names appear therein shall participate in the
manner set forth in this agreement.,”

The act of April 26, 1906, declared the rolls of the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Natiors closed in the following Ia:}ﬂmgo:

“ Provided, That the rolls of the tribes (Choetaw and Chickasaw)
affected by this act shall be fully completed on or before the 4th day
of March, 1907, anil the SBecretary of the Interlor shall have no juris-
dictlon to approve the enrollment of any person after that date.”

The rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations are therefore closed,
and have been closed since the 4th day of March, 1907,

The claim which Is now beinf resented by the proponents of the
legislation for the enrollment o ississippl Choctaws has heretofore
been fully considered and declded adversely to the so-called Mississippi
Choctaws by the followlng tribunals and officials:

1. 1897 : The Federal courts of Indian Territory. (Jack Amos v,
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, Jurisdiction afirmed by Supreme
Court, Stephens v. Cherokee Nation, 174 U. 8., 445.

2, 1808 : The Dawes Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes. (See
reporis Jan. 28, 1808, and Mar. 10, 1589.)

3. 1902 : The Choctaw and Chickasaw people, and the United States
Government in the proruratlon of the supplemental agreement of July
1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., 641).

4, 1906 : The Congress of the United States, which by the act of
April 26, 1906, finally directed the cloging of the rolls March 4, 1907.

5. 1912 : Hon. Samuel Adams, First Assistant Secretary of the Inte-
rior. éSN- report of July 2, 1912.)

6. 1915 : A subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the
House of Representatives. (Copy of report ntmched.}

7. 1915 : Hon. Franklin K. Lane, Secretary of the Interior. (Copy of
report dated Jan. 8, 1915. attached.)

'he United States Government is bound by solemn agreement to sell
the residoe of Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal property and distribute the
proceeds among the enrolled members of the tribes. Fulfillment of this
obligation has been and is being prevented by the r('?resentatlves of
the ulisfer] Mlsalssipigl Choctaws and by the proponents of legislation
intended to be of assistance to-the alleged Mississippi Choctaws.

It has been repeatedly shown that the Mississippl Choctaws have no
}:“g?!l' equitable, or moral right to share in the property of the Choctaw

ation.

A conslderable amount of tribal property has been sold and the money
is now on deposit. There have been partinl crop failures in Oklahoma
for the past four years—in some sections the fallure was almost com-
plete. here are many Choctaws and Chickasaws who have been, and
are now, in destitute circumstances and are in dire need of the money
that belongs to them. The United States Government should at once
mru;gtohzem this money in compliance with the terms of the agreement
o a

In view of these circumstances we rtﬂ-‘]mctfull{ golleit your assistance
in preventing the reopening of the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations and In securing the enactment of a law authorizing a per
capila gﬂyment.

P.J. QunLey,

ours, respectfully,
National Attorncy, Choctaw Nation.

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY Oﬁ THE Ixnn.ron oN THE HARrRIS0oN DILL
(H. R. 12386)

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, January 8, 1915,

My Dgir Mn. STEPHEXS: I have the honor to refer herein to a

communication of August 12, 1914, from Hon, C. D. CARTER, then acting
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of Refm«
sentatives, with which was inclosed a copy of H. R. 12586, entitled
A Dill to reopen the rolls of the Choctaw-Chickasaw Tribes and to
rovide for the awarding of the rights secured to certain persons by the
onrteeqth article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of date Sep-
tember 27, 1830."” He also referred to H. R. 4536 and requested that
1 consider the two bills tlo{sether and make a report thereon,

Upon examination of H. R. 4536, [ find that said bill is Identical
with H. R. 19213, introduced by Mr. HarrISON of Mississippl in the
Bixty-second Congress, second sesslon, upon which last-mentioned bilt
the department submitted to your committee a report dated J ully 2,
1912. H. R. 125868, introdu in the present Congress by Mr. ITaR-
rigoN, is a similar bill to the above-mentioned bills, except that in
said I R. 12586 an additional aragraph is included in section 2 to
provide for the enrollment of al Eersons who were identified as Mis-
sisalﬁvl Choctaws by the Dawes Commission in its report of March
10, 1899, commonly known as the McKennon roll, and of all persons
identified as Mississi pi Choctaws by the Dawes Commission from
March 10, 1899, to March 4, 1907, whose identification was approved
t{ the Secretary of the Interior but whose names did not appear on

e final eitizenship rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons.

The claims of Mississippi Choctaw Indians to recofnitlon as cltl-
zens of the Choctaw Nation of OQklahoma and to share in the property
of said nation are based upon article 14 of the treaty of September
27, 1830. (7 Stat. L., 335.) Pursuant to the terms of the treaty,
a large number of Choctaws were transferred from Mississippl to the
country west, later known as Indian Territory. These Choctaws who
s0 removed and their descendants now constitute the main body of
what is known as the Choctaw Nation. There were, however, a con-
slderable number of Choctaws who remained behind in Mississippi,
some of them under the provisions of article 14 above mentioned.

Sald article 14 provided that the person who claimed thereunder
should not lose the %reivilege of a Choctaw citizen, but if they ever re-
moved were not to entitled to any part of the Choctaw annuitr.
The Indians who remained behind under the provisions of said article
14 received either land in Mlssissi}:pl or scrip, which gave the appli-
cants the rlfht to enter upon public lands in certain Southern States.
A part of sald scrip, however, was later commuted by a money payment,
Some of the fourteenth-article claimants later made their w'la_a{ west ant
{?Ined the main body of the tribe in the Indian Territory. e Choctaw

ouncil by various acts recognized the right of said absentee Mississippl
Choctaws to remove to the nation, and actually invited them to do so.

Under the provislons of the Atoka agreement with the Choctaw and
Chickasaw Tribes contained in the act of Congress of June 28, 1898
30 Stat. L., 495). the supplemental agreement contained in the act of

uly 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L,, G41), and later acts of Congress for the pur-
ose of carrying out the provisions of said agreements, the claims of
ndividual Missisgsippl Choctaw Indians to be ldentified and to bLe en-
rolled as entitled to share in the property of the Choctaw Nation were
fully considered |l¥ the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and by
the department after full hearipg, at which the claimants had ample
opportunity to present all the evidence which they could procure in
support of thelr claims. Very few claimants were able to prove descent
from an ancestor who received or n&:plled for benefits under the provisions
of article 14 of the treaty of 1830,

The history of the Dawes Commission enrollment work relative to
Misslssippl Choctaw claimants is‘vcrf fully set out in a communication
of ..;&l,wllp 4, 1914, from William O, Beall, at one time mremr]y of the
Commission to the Five Clvilized Tribes. A copy thereof is inclosed for
your information,

For your further information as to the history of the Mississippl
Choctaw claims and of the department action in the preparation of the
final rolls there is Inclosed a copy of department letter of July 2, 1912,
to the chairman of the Committee on Indian Afairs of the House of
Representatives.

?udge William H. H. Clayton in his decision in the case of Jack Amos
v. The Choctaw Natlon, a copy of which may be found in the appendix
of the annual report of the Commission to the Five Civilized bes for
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1901, said that no treaty or acts of the
Choctaw Counell or of any officer of the Choctaw Council since the treaty
of 1830 could be cited, or at least he had not found them, whereby any
right or privilege had been conferred, granted, or recognlzed in or to n
Mfssimlppl Choctaw so long as he remained away from his people, and
that no right was recognized or conferred upon such absent Indian
except upon the conditicn that he should remove to the nation, and the
right was not to be consummated or enjoyed until actual removal,

{ississippli Choctaw Indians who, while the o rtunity was thelirs
under the privileges accorded them, refused to emigrate with the tribe
to the new country west, and who never shared in the burdens and hard-
ships of the pioneer life incident to the establishment of the new tribal
government west of the Mississippi, have at this late date (now that the
tribal property of the Choctaw Nation made valuable by the emigranis is
being Elv ded ?m‘ capita among the enrolled recognized citizens of the
nation) no equitable right to share in said property.

With respect to the persons who were identified by the Dawes Com-
mission as Isslssipsi hoctaws under the provisions of the act of Con-
gress of June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. L., 495), but who failed to remove and
make settlement in the Choctaw-Chickasaw country, as required by the
act of Congress of Juif 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., 641, secs. 41, 42, 43, and 44),
it may be sald that, irrespective of their unfortunate conditlon of ?n\'-
erty and ignorance, there is no groumd, legal or equitable, for holding
the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natlons responsible for the failure of saiil
identified persons to comply with the law as to removal and settlement.
No obligation rested upon the United States to provide means for the -
removal of such Indians.

Referring to the class of claimants whose names were contained in an
identification roll submitted by the Commission to the Five Civilized
Tribes on March 10, 1899, but never approved by the Secretary of the
Interior, your attenticn is invited to the fact that the commission soon
recognized the inaccuracy and incompleteness of that roll and requested
the department to disregard it and to return the same to the commission.
In order that there might be no doubt as to the standing of said roll, It
was disapproved by the department on March 1, 1907. The larger parct
of the persons whose names were contained on that disapproved roll
were afterwards placed on the approved identification rolls, and those
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who complied with the law as to removal and settlement were enrolled
on the final rolls of Mississippi Choctaw Indians,

In the investigation and examination of Mississippl Choctaw claims
made in 1900 and the gears following by the Commission to the Five
Civilized Tribes every effort that was possible to be made was made by
sald commission to reach all persons who had any equitable claim to
recognition as Mississippi Choctaws, and especially to find those who
were full-blood Choctaw Indlans,

H. R. 40586 and 12586 in effect provide, so far as the Mississippi
Choctaw claimants are concerned, a general reopening of the rolls of
the Choctaw Nation, necessitating a review of all the cases which had
been adversely decided by the United States courts, the Department of
the Interior, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw cltizenship court, as well
as the consideration of claims not heretofore presented or considered,
ani empower the Secretary of the Interior to determine the rights of
the claimants npon such evidence as may be produced by the applicants
without regard to any adverse judgment or decision heretofore rendered
by any court or commission to the Five Civilized Tribes or the
Department of the Interior, and without regard to any condition or dis-
ability heretofore imposed by any act of Cuuﬁ:‘ess.

The records of the department show the Mississippl Choctaw claim-
ants have been to an unusual extent the vietims of numerous extortion-
ate contracts, and the correspondence in many cases indicates that con-
tracts were obtained through misrepresentations as to the facts, and
in some cases that such contracts were obtained from claimants who
believe that the persons obtaining the contracts were Government agents,
Your attention is invited to the report of Inspector McLaughlin, of this
department, which report appears in print in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp of fuly 10, 1914, commencing on page 13022,

Referring to sectlon 9 of said bills, I am of the opinion that, in view
of the larg: amount of tribal ropﬂ-tg ggt to be disposed of and of other
matters affeeting the tribes, 1t woul advisable to abolish the tribal
organization of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations at the present time.

In view of the facts as presented to me, I am of the opinion that no
legislation should be enacted for the reopening of the rolis of the Choc-
taw Nation for the benefit of the Mississippl Choctaw clalmants.

Very traly, yours, =
> FraveLiy K. Laxe.

Ilon. Joux H. STEPHEXS,

Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs,
House of Reprcsentatives.

DEPORT ON H. R. 12586,
Jaxuvany 2,1915,
Ion. Joux H, STEPHEXS,
Chairman House Committee on Indian Affairs,
Washington, D, C.

Bir: Your subcommittee appointed to investigate and report on H. R.
12556 begs leave to submit the following observations:

A careful and painstaking investigation of all treaties, laws, and other
records bearing on this claim, Including hearings lasting from April 1,
1914, until August 27, 1914, was gone into by your committee.

H. RR. 12586 directs:

1. The Secretary of the Interior to enroll certain Mlssisslflﬁl Choe-
taws upon the rolls of the Choctaw Nation in Oklahoma, with a full
participation in their tribal estate.

2, To reopen the Choctaw rolls for the adjudication of 20,000 or more
alleged claimants,

There are some Choctaws still remaining in Mtsslssié:pl who have per-
sistently refused and successfully resisted all efforts of the Federal Gov-
ernment and the Choctaw Nation to have them move west and afiliate
with the tribe,

The testimony. before the subcommittee discloses many thousands of
persons of doubtful descent, African and other, living in Mississippl and
xlsurﬁounding States, who have attempted to assert claims as (E:mctaw

niians,

Such Indians of real Choctaw blood as still reside in Mississippl ap-
pear to take little interest in the claims asserted by thelr alleged at-
torneys. On the other hand, those claiming remote Indian blood and
of donbtful descent have manifested much inferest in being enrolled and
sharing in a division of the Choctaw funds in Oklahoma.

The contention of these latter seems to have been inspired and aug-
mented by certain attorneys who have sent agents among these people
advising them that they were Indians and taking contracts for their en-
rollment for a contingent fee of from 30 to 4 r cent of recovery,
and in many instances a small cash retainer in addition.

According to statements and admissions of these attorneys and their

agents, two firms alone, those of Cantwell & Crews, of St. Louis, Mo.,
and Ballinger & Lee, of Washington City, D. C., and Ardmore, Okla.,
hold contracts with 15596 individuals, carrying provisions for fees
aggregating $10,882 815,

The testimony further shows that a syndleate for the purpose of secur-
ing the enroliment of Mississippli Choctaws and a participation in the
tribal estate of the western Choctaws has been formed under the name
* the Texas-Oklahoma Investment Co.,” capitalized at $100,000, $25,000
of which has been paid in and used. The directors of this corporation
are 8. L. Hurlbut, of El Campo, Tex. ; . Masterson and W. A, Smith, of
Houston, Tex. ; and T. B. Crews and H. J. Cantwell, of St. Louis, Mo,

This claim of the Mississippi Choctaw attorneys for enrollment of
their clients and participation in the Choctaw Nation's estate is by no
means 4 new contention. The claim was, under direction of law, fully
adjulicated by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes (H. Doc.
274, 55th Cong., 2d sess.) and afterwards by the Federal court, to which
agpml was taken (Jack Amos et al. v. The Choctaw Nation, Decisions
of United States Courts in Indian Territory, 465), both declsions being
adverse to the Mississippl Choctaw contention for enrollment.

In rejecting the claim of nonresident Mississippl Choctaws the Com-
mizsion to the Five Civillzed Tribes sald in part:

* This historical review of the acquisition of this territory by the
Choctaw Nation and Its subsequent legal relations to It makes it clear
in the opinion of this commlssion that the Mississippl Choctaws are not
under their treaties entitled to all rights of Choctaw citizenship except
an interest in the Choctaw annuities and still continue their residence
anil citizenship in Misslssippi.”’ (H. Doc. 274, 65th Cong., 24 sess.

In al‘ﬂrm!nf the decision the United States District Court for the
Central District of Indian Territory closed its decision with the follow-
ing paragraph :

*To permit men with, perchance, but a strain of Choctaw blood in
their veing, who, 63 years ago, broke away from their kindred and their
nation, and during that time, or the most of it, have been exercising the
rights of citizenship and doing homage to the soverelgnty of another
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nation and have become strangers to the people, to reach forth their
hands from their distant and alien homes and lay hold on a part of the
gubllc domain, the common property of the people, and appropriate to
heir own use, would be unjust and inequitable. It is, therefore, the
opinion of the court that the absent Mississippli Choctaws are not en-
titled to be enrolled as citizens of the Choctaw Nation. The action of
the Dawes Commission is therefore affirmed, and a decree will be entered
for the Choctaw Natlon.” (Jack Amos et al. v. The Choctaw Nation,
Decislons of United States Courts in Indian Territory, 465.)

An apeal was taken from these decislons by the attorneys for the
Mississippi Choctaws to the SBupreme Court of the United States and the
Jack Amos case was dismissed upon motion of the attorneys for the
Missisaip})! Choctaws (190 U. 8,, 873).

Several years subsequent to the date of these decisions excluding the
Mlss]ssi[l)})l Choctaws from enrollment this matter was again taken up
and readjusted by the legally constituted authorities of the Federal Gov-
ernment and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations in Oklahomn, by
which agreement the Mlsuissiﬁpi Choctaws were given additional time
for identification and establishment of bona fide residence in the Choe-
taw Nation in Indian Territory. {Sugplemenml agreement, “An act to
ratify and affirm the agreement with the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes
of Indians, ete.,” approved July 1, 1902,)

The Choctaw Nation in Oklahoma has dealt justly and liberally with
the Mississippl Choctaws, always granting them <full eitizenship in
their nation, with all emoluments thereto, whenever they would agree
to affillate with the tribe, and the Choctaw Nation in Oklahoma is under
no legal, equitable, or moral obligation to enroll the Mississippi Choc-
taws as citizens of the tribe in the West at this time.

By the agreements negotiated between the IFederal Government and
the Choctaw Nation, all native western Choctaws were required to be
on the reservation by June 28, 1808, or stand debarred from enrollment
and participation in the tribal estate forever thereafter, and this rule
has been strictly adhered to.

The time for establlshment of residence on the reservation was ex-
tended to the Mississippl Choctaw claimants until July 1, 1903, giving
the Mississippl Choctaws five years to move on the reservation after
the time for establishment of such residence had been closed to the
native Choctaws. .

After 11 years were consumd by the Commission to the Five Civilized
Tribes in making ? the rolls of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations
such rolls were affirmatively closed by action of Congress on March

4, 1907.

The rolls of the Choctaw Nation were held open to the Mississippl
Choctaws from 1830 until March 4, 1907, giving the Mississippi Choc-
taws 77 years in which 1o complete enrollment with full benefits of
citizenship. =

The Federal Government as such is neither Zeg\slly nor equitably
obligated to enroll Mtasissl;ﬁl Choctaws with the Choctaws west, and
is under only such moral obligation to the Mississippl Choctaws as is
due to dependent North American Indlans who were originally occu-
pants and owners of the soil and who have been deprived of their
patrimony by white settlers,

The ¥ﬂssage of H. R, 12586 would completely upset and undo 11 years
of careful, instaking work of the Interior Department in settling the
affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes, turn the wheels of progress back-
wards for more than 20 years, and, as Itas been said by President Taft,
“open up a Pandora's box of troubles, which the life of the present gen-
eration might not see closed.”

The pasxagfe of H. R. 12586 would doubtless result in stupendons
claims of millions of dollars against the Federal Government on the
part of the Oklahoma Choctaws, because of a division of their fumds
among persons whom the Federal commissions and IFederal courts have
declded were not entitled thereto.

Its passage would lend encouragement to grafting attorneys with con-
tracts for enormous attorneys' fees, running into millions of dollars,
and hold out Iinducement for procuring- additional contracts from
gpurious claimants,

Your subcommittee therefore recommends that the Harrison bill
(H. R. 12586) be not favorably reported by the House Commitiee on
Indian Affairs.

Reszpectfully submitted.

C. D. CARTER, Chairman.

J. D, PosT.
Rosr. P. HILL,
P. P. CAMPEELL,

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Sen-
ate. I have already detained the Senate 12 minutes, and that
is long enough on this threadbare pretension.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, this question is old, and
any discussion of it will be a twiee-told tale, vexing the dull
ears of a very tired Senate, I know, and I am not going to add
to the discomfort of Senators by indulging in a lot of fruitless
talk.

My colleague, the senior Senator from Mississippi, has covered
the ground very thoroughly. The equity of the Mississippi Choc-
taw in this fund is, to my mind, unquestionable. He probably
failed to go to Oklahoma according to the terms of the law,
but the United States ean not afford to take advantage of that.
He is the ward of the Government, and it is the duty of the
Government to take care of and protect his interests. Any
other view of the question is, to my mind, untenable and inde-
fensible,

I had intended to move to amend the bill by striking out
#$300"" and inserting * $200,” to be paid out per capita to the
Choctaw Indians in Oklahoma. There seem to be, however,
some sort of agreement or understanding among the friends of
the poor, old, indigent, homeless, slandered, and abandoned Mis-
sissippi Choctaw to permit this bill to go through without
amendment, trusting to God and the generosity of the American
Congress to do something for him in the future. To my mind,
his treatment is a crime against humanity—a blot upon the
pages of American legislative history.
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I do not think Congress can be or will be pardoned for the
treatment the Choctaw Indian has received; but, as was so
graphically and so eloguently stated by the senior Senator from
Mississippi [Mr, Wizzzams], he has no voice in the Government;
he is merely flotsam and jetsam on the sea of life. He is
dying out very rapidly, and it will only be a few years before
there will not be any of these Indians left; but I suppose the
only thing we can do now is merely to wait and hope—hope, if
for nothing more, that if he is denied justice in this world he
may find it with compound interest in the realm of the happy
hunting ground across the great divide.

I do not want to deny to the Oklahoma Choctaws their rights.
They are interested in a part of this fund. It is the duty of the
United States Government to give it to them; and if Congress
should at any time come to a consciousness of its injustice, or
if the Congress should be so moved by an outraged conscience as
to do them justice, I suppose there will be enough of the corpus
of the fund left.in the hands of the Government to give the
Mississippi Choctaws what they are entitled to. With this
short statement, Mr. President, I shall permit the wrong to be
perpetrated without further comment, because I am sure that
further comment would avail nothing.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, as no amendment has been pro-
posed to strike out the provision for the per capita payment I
do not feel under any obligation to discuss the merits of this
measure at this time. On a previous occasion I exhausted the
subject and exhausted the Senate by such a discussion. I
then undertook to show that the Government of the United
States had on three several ocecasiens undertaken to adjust the
claims on the part of the Mississippi Choctaws at the expense
of a great deal of land and at the expense of a great deal of
money. I undertook to show that this claim on the part of the
Mississippi Choctaws had been repeatedly considered and re-
peatedly rejected. I am willing to deal justly with the Missis-
sippi Choctaws; I am even willing to deal generously with
them, but not at the expense of the Oklahoma Choctaws. Fur-
ther than that, I have nothing to submit.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment
as amended.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was,
at the top of page T1, to insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
to pay to the enrol members of the SBeminole Tribe of Indlans of
Oklaboma entitled under existing law to share in the funds of sald
tribe, or to thelr lawful heirs, out of any moneys belon to said tribe
in the United States Treasury or deposited in any bank or held by any
official under the jurisdiction of the Becretary of the Interior, § T
capita : Provided, That said yment shall made under such rules
and regulations as the Sec 'y of the Interlor may prescribe: -
vided further, That In cases where such enrolled members or their heirs
are Indians who belong to the restricted class, the Secretary of the
Interior may, in his discretion, withhold such yments and use the

same for the benefit of such restricted Indians: vided further, That
the mnne%epnld to the enrolled members or their heirs as provided here-

in shall exemgt from any lien for ntt‘ornelfs' fees or other debt
contracted prior to the passaae of this act, here is hereby appro-
$2,000 out of the funds of said ole

riated a sum not to exceed
E‘rlbe for the payment of salaries and other expenses of said per capita
payment or payments.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, before we leave the matter of
the per capita payment of these Indians I wish to have inserted
in the Recorn a statement made by the Assistant Commissioner
of Indian Affairs to the House committee.

Mr., OWEN. I wish the Senator from Arizona would also
ask to have inserted in the Recorp a letter from the Secretary of
the Interior, Mr. Franklin K. Lane.

Mr. ASHURST. I ask also that the letter referred to by
the Senator from Oklahoma may be inserted in the REecogp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the request will
be granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Mr. Munrrrr. Mr. Chalrman, I am authorized by Commissioner Sells
to make the following statement In regard to the per ecapita payment
to Choctaws and Chickasaws:

The books of the Indilan Office show that on December 15, 19105,
there was in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
Choctaw Nation, Oklahoma, the sum of §3,8060,620.11, and in banks in
Oklahoma to the credit of said nation the sum of $4,071,783.18, the
total Choctaw tribal! fund being $7,432,358.24. The books of the Indian
Office further show that on safd date there was in the Treasury of the
United States to the credit of the Chickasaw Nation, Oklahoma, the
sum of $T78,471.51, and in banks in Oklahoma, to the credit of sald
Chickasaw Natlon, the sum of $1,143,638.97, the total Chickasaw tribal

fund being £1,922,110.48, the mmte fund of the Choctaw xgld Chlg:-
T2, ayments on the
ls:'oiyclm roximate

asaw Natlons $0,854, The deferred

Choctaw and C w tribal lands heretofore !
$6.000,000 and the estlmated value of the unsold land and other prop-
er{y of sald natlons approximates $10,149,401.23, Thus the total

funds and other perty of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations ap-
proximates $31,503,954.95.

Twenty thousand seven hundred and ninety-nine enrolled citizens
of the Chocktaw Nation are entitled to share in any per capita dis-
tribution of the funds of =ald nation, and 6,304 enrolled citizens of the
Chickasaw Nation are entitled to share in any per capita distribution
of F't‘l:ua ttilhal funds u.; ?:},E ;aﬁon. ; e =

or the purpose o er carrying out the Atol agreement wi
S, T SR80 (i Aot marcemint it
. y an supplemental agreement
gaid Tndian tribes adopted by act of Congress of July 1, 1902 (32
Btat. L., 641-654), and in view of the general needy conditions
existing in said Indian nations it is recommended that an a ropria-
tion be made, out of the Choctaw tribal funds, for a per capita pay-
ment to the enrolled members of the Choetaw Tribe or to the heirs of
deceased enrolled memb and out of the Chickasaw tribal funds for
a per capita payment to the enrolled members of the Chickasaw Tribe
or to the heirs of deceased enrolled m of said tribe, and that it
be provided that such payments shall be made under rules and regula-
tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and that im
cases where the enrolled members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations or their heirs are Indians who by reason of their degrec of
Indian blood belong to the restricted class the Secre of the
Interior may, in his discretion, withhold such payments and usc
smile for tllz‘e bmeﬁtlg‘f) such re;dh-lcted Indians.
nasmuch as a per capita payment was made to the enrolled
of the ickasaw Nation under the act of August 1, 1914,
at which time no payment was made to the enralled members of the
Choctaw Nation, it 18 therefore recommended that the enrolled mem-
bers of the Choctaw Nation should be paid $100 ecapita more than
the amount provided for the enrolled members of the Chickasaw Nation.
These payments would be made from the tribal funds belonging to the
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations and would not be a tax on the
Federal Treasury.

the

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, March 8, 1915,

airs,
Representatives.

My Dear Mgp. BreErmENS: Reference is made herein to H, R, 11479
entitled “A bill maklng a ger capita payment to the Seminole Indiar:s,"
and to your reguest of February 17, 1816, for a report thereon for the
informa and use of the Committee on I airs of the House of

resentatives.

here is inclosed for your information a copy of a report of February
15, 1916, from the A Superintendent for the Five Clvilized Tribes
relative to the status of
Seminole Nation,
remain undisposed of, and that on January 20, 1916, there was to the
credit of the inole Nation in the Treasury of the United States and
in banks in Oklahoma the sum of $1,580,260.14.

_ It was provided in the agreement of the United States with the
$%minole Nation of Indians of Oklahoma, contained in the act of Con-
gress of July 1, 1898 (30 Btat. L., 567-568), that $500,000 of the funds

elonging to the Seminoles held by the United States should be set apart
as a permanent school fund for the education of children of the mem-
bers of sald tribe and should be held by the United States at § per rent
interest or invested so as to produce such amount of interest, which
should after the extinguishment of the tribal government be applied
by the Becretn':jy of the Inferior to the support of the Seminole schonla,
I'Eus fund should not be considered as available for per capita distribu-
tion to the members of the tribe at this time. Reserving sald fund and
in addition thereto the amounts necessary to provide for outsmmlig
unpaid claims of individual members of the nation, there remains su
clent tribal funds to provide a $300 per capita payment to the 3.127
enrolled members of the nation,

In view of the provisions of the agreement with the Seminole Nation
of Indlans as contained in the above-mentioned act of Cungress of
July 1, 1898, the practical completion of the work «relating to Seminole
tribal property and affairs and the eral needy conditions existing in
the Seminole Nation a per capita ibution should be made. As to
the Indians of the incompetent or restricted class, it should be provided
that the Becretary of the Interior mag,el}n his discretion, withhold such

ments and use the same for the efit of said incompetent or re-
stricted Indians.

I therefore suggest that H. R. 11479 be amended !:_Enomitﬁn Iigﬁj
8 to 12, inclusive, on page 1 of the bill and substituting therefor the

following :

= haf the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized
to pay to the enrolled members of the Seminole Tribe of Indians in
Oklahoma entitled under existing law to share in the funds of sald
tribe, or to thelr lawful heirs, out of any mona{: heionﬁ: to said
tribe in the United States Treasury or deposited any or held
by any official under the jurisdiction of the 8 y of the Interior,
not to exceed capita: Provided, That sald payment shall be
made under sach es and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior
may prescribe : Provided further, That in cases where such enrolled mem-
bers or their heirs are Indians who by reason of their degree of Indian
blood belong to the restricted class, the Secretary of the Interior may,
in his discretion, withhold such payments and use the same for the
benefit of such restricted Indlans: vided further, That the money
paid to the enrolled members or their heirs as provided herein shall be
exempt from ag Hen for attorneys’' fees or other debt contrac prior
to the passage of this act.” ®

I recommend the enactment of H. R. 11479 if amended as above
suggested.
Cordially, yours,

Hon. JoEN H. STEPHENS,
Chairman Committee on Indian A
Houge

ndian

FravguiN K, Laxs, Seeretary.
RURAL CREDITS,

Ar. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice at
this time that, with the permission of the Senate, after the con-
clusion of the routine morning business to-morrow, I shall sub-
mit some remarks upon the rural eredits bill which has been ‘in-
troduced in the Senate.

Mr. CHILTON. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 28,
1916, at 12 o'clock meridian,
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